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m  FOREWORD 

M  This  document  displays  and  summarizes  written  public 

response  to  the  initial  inventory  phase  of  the  Montana  Bureau 
^       of  Land  Management's  wilderness  review  process.   The  document 

results  from  a  contract  between  the  Montana  State  office  of 

the  BLM  and  the  Wilderness  Institute  of  the  Montana  Forest 
\  and  Conservation  Experiment  Station,  School  of  Forestry, 

University  of  Montana. 
j|  The  institute  used  a  formal  content  analysis  process  to 

organize  comments  drawn  from  456  letters,  petitions  and 
"       resolutions,  sent  to  the  BLM  by  579  different  organizations 
|H       and  individuals.   Our  report  begins  with  a  description  of 

this  analytic  methodology.   We  then  reveal  our  findings, 
"^  telling  who  wrote  letters  to  the  agency  and  what  the  letters 

IP       said.   We  have  listed  all  substantive  comments  as  expressed 
**       by  their  authors,  organized  on  an  area-specific  basis. 
f       Finally,  we  tell  what  we  learned  about  the  use  of  content 

analysis  with  respect  to  the  wilderness  reviews — how,  for 
|g       example,  the  method  can  be  applied  more  successfully  in 
ai       future  phases  of  the  BLM's  work. 

I  ■     ■ 

"  Our  report  contaxns  jargon  peculiar  to  the  art  and 

^       science  of  human  communication  research,  as  well  as  some 
'mi 

terms  we  coined  to  deal  with  the  idiosyncrasies  of  our  task. 

^       We  made  every  effort  to  minimize  the  incidence  of  these  terms, 

but  have  included  a  glossary  at  the  conclusion  of  the  docu- 

■*       ment  to  facilitate  reader  understanding. 
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r^  Our  report's  methodology  section  is  fairly  detailed  and 

therefore  lengthy.   This  is  because  in  our  contacts  with 
il'       various  resource  agency  personnel  (not  just  employees  of  the 
""       Bureau  of  Land  Management)  we  have  discovered  a  great  sense 

of  mystery  surrounds  the  use  of  content  analysis. 
p  A  severely-compressed  timetable  limited  final  analysis 

and  report-writing.   We  had  only  seven  calendar  days  from  our 
V*       last  receipt  of  written  public  response  to  the  deadline  for 
|P>       manuscript  submission  to  our  printer.   We  hope  nevertheless 

that  aspects  of  our  presentation  will  help  clarify  the  nature 

r ' 

of  content  analysis  in  theory  and  practice. 
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INTRODUCTION 


r^         Content  analysis  is  a  qualitative  method  of  objectively 
^     organizing  and  interpreting  large  quantities  of  originally 
!      unstructured  information  (Berelson,  1952) .   As  a  method  it  is 

highly  adaptable,  and  can  be  used  in  a  wide  variety  of  ways, 
i^     even  with  respect  to  a  single  set  of  data.   Because  it  is 

L     qualitative,  the  process  requires  the  analyst  to  exercise 
special  cautions  and  follow  rigorous  testing  procedures,  to 
^  insure  validity  and  reliability. 

Content  analysis  is  iterative  and  dynamic  by  nature.   In 
y     its  purest  application,  it  asks  "the  contents "--that  which  is 

E     subject  to  analysis — to  determine  the  form  of  that  analysis. 
Thus,  a  content  analyst  constantly  refines  his  or  her  specific 
m  approach  as  differences  and  similarities  in  the  aggregate 

"contents"  reveal  themselves  as  having  previously  undiscerned 

relationships. 

■II 

Our  task  in  this  project  was  to  convert  the  "random  data" 
Ik)     of  coiranents,  drawn  from  letters  from  the  public  to  the  Montana 

offices  of  the  Bureau  of  Land  Management  (BLM)  ,,  into  information 
useful  to  agency  decision-makers.   The  ultimate  form  of  our 
analysis  thus  has  depended  not  only  on  the  nature  of  public 
comments  but  also  on  the  decision  process  the  BLM  is  using  at 
this  stage  of  its  wilderness  inventory. 

Currently,  BLM  decision-makers  seek  information  primarily 
about  physical  attributes  which  would  disqualify  a  given  roadless 
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area  from  continued  study.   In  meetings  and  press  releases,  the 

agency  has  stressed  to  citizens  its  desire  to  reap  the  benefits 

of  the  public's  unique  familiarity  with  the  391  roadless  areas 

in  the  Montana  inventory.   The  BLM  also  has  explicitly  sought  I 

public  response  to  certain  criteria  intended  for  use  throughout 

the  remainder  of  the  agency's  wilderness  study  process. 

These  decision-maker  interests  helped  determine  a  major 
thrust  of  our  analysis.   In  large  part  this  document  contains 
area-specific  lists  of  comments  about  man-made  developments  V 

which  may  distract  from  an  area's  wilderness  suitability.   Every, 
mention  of  any  development  in  each  roadless  area  is  listed  in 
the  words  used  by  the  people  who  wrote  to  the  BLM.   Public 
comments  about  various  wilderness  inventory  criteria,  including 
roadless  area  size,  and  the  agency's  working  definition  of  "road,"      I 
are  similarly  listed.   These  listings  represent  that  information, 
received  from  the  public,  of  primary  interest  to  decision-makers 
at  this  specific  point  in  their  process. 

Naturally,  one  would  never  expect  letters  written  to  the 
BLM  to  be  limited  in  scope  to  those  factors  of  immediate  relevance 
to  the  current  phase  of  decision-making.   The  industries,  organi- 
zations, and  individuals  who  wrote  to  the  BLM  had  much  to  say 
that  falls  outside  the  boundaries  of  imminent  decision-making 
procedures.   One  of  the  hallmarks  of  content  analysis  as  a  quali- 
tative methodology  is  its  ability  to  deal  with  such  data.   What 
at  first  glance  appears  to  be  .superfluous  can  become,,  through  the 
content  analysis  process,  usable  information  of  an  unexpected 
nature.   Such  "comment-directed"  information,  categorized  and 
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listed  in  the  public's  own  words,  forms  a  second  thrust  of  our 
final  analysis,  one  that  complements  the  decision-directed 
presentations. 

It  is  important  to  note  that  methodologically  analysis  is 
distinct  from  evaluation.   As  some  of  the  pioneers  of  public 
involvement  analysis  have  stressed,  "analysis  seeks  only  to 
describe  what  the  public  said  as  completely  ...  as  possible; 
it  does  not  assign  any  weights  or  policy  recommendations" 
(Clark,  et   al . ,    1974).   Evaluation  is  subjective  whereas  analysis 
is  solely  objeative. 

We  have  maintained  this  important  distinction  throughout 
our  work.   We  have  taken  some  456  letters,  petitions,  and  reso- 
lutions from  579  different  organizations  and  individuals,  and 
in  essence  transformed  them  into  one  long  but  comprehensible 
letter  to  the  Bureau  of  Land  Management.   It  is  now  the  respon-: 
sibility  of  the  agency's  decision-makers  to  evaluate  this  input 
from  the  public,  to  interpret  the  importance  of  various  sentiments 
and  integrate  them  with  other  factors  to  reach  decisions. 


METHODOLOGY 


This    section    outlines  our   methods    and   pvoaedures    and   also 

introduaes    subsequent  sections    of   this    document ,    which    list 

the   public  ' s    comments  on    an   area-specific    and   then   more 
general    basis. 
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Content  analysis  involves  making  a  multitude  of  decisions 
about  the  treatment  of  data.   The  researcher  makes  these 
decisions  at  both  predictable  and  unpredictable  times  through- 
out the  process,  and  all  the  decisions  naturally  affect  to 
varying  degrees  the  results  of  analysis  (Holsti,  1969) .   These 
are  essential  characteristics  of  qualitative  methodologies, 
and  the  basic  research  strategy  is  to  recognize  and  plan  for         V 
them  in  every  preconceivable  way.   Inevitably,  the  process 
evolves  and  is  ever-changing , but  in  a  highly-controlled 
fashion. 

Paisley  (1970)  concisely  defined  content  analysis  as  "a 
phase    of  information-processing  in  which  communication  content        I 
is  transformed,  through  objective  and  systematic  application 
of  categorization  rules,  into  data  that  can  be  summarized  and        ,^ 
compared"  (emphasis    added) .      The  analyst  rigorously  seeks  to 
minimize  the  impacts  of  subjectivity  and  potential  researcher         ^ 
biases,  primarily  by  defining,  in  advance  and  as  closely  as  ^ 

possible,  the  intended  limits  of  his  or  her  study;  and  by 
limiting  subjective  decision-making  to  the  development  of 
"rules"  which  thereafter  govern  strictly  the  treatment  of 
data  (Holsti,  1969;  Bowers,  1970). 
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The  analyst's  earliest  decisions — the  ones  that  most 
affect  the  entire  process — concern  the  definition  of  "study 
questions" — those  things  the  analyst  hopes  to  reveal  or  dis- 
play.  As  Deese  (1969)  has  shown,  the  process  "does  not  try 
to  discover  all  the  possible  themes  in  some  product,  but  only 
some  portion  of  them — that  portion  being  determined  by  the  .  . 
social  aims  of  the  analysis.  .  ." 

In  our  case,  BLM  personnel  made  these  sorts  of  primary 
decisions,  by  defining:  (1)  what  they  wanted  to  know;  and  (2) 
how  they  would  use  public  comments  in  making  their  upcoming 
roadless  area  inventory  decisions.   Our  task  (as  set  forth  in 
our  contract  with  the  agency  and  as  understood  through  regular 
contact  with  BLM  personnel)  was  to  focus  on  organizing  and 
1^       displaying  those  public  comments  relevant  to  the  criteria 

E       being  used  in  the  current  phase  of  inventory  decision-making. 
As  we  mention  several  times  in  our  report,  this  meant  we  con- 
f~'       centrated  on  comments  pertaining  to:  (1)  the  existence  of 

certain  physical  developments  within  roadless  areas;  (2)  the 
.  agency's  "road"  definition  and  roadless  area  size  criteria; 

and  (3)  wilderness  characteristics  criteria.  We  also  agreed 
(mi  to  organize  comments  within  other,  comment-derived  groupings 
m  (as  necessary  or  appropriate)  on  roadless  area-specific  or 

general  levels. 

Study    Goals.       While  concentrating  on  the  above-mentioned 

m 

areas  of  BLM  interest,  our  primary  goals  were  as  follows: 

iw  (1)    to    display,    in    comprehensible,     "graspable" 

fashion,    substantive    oomments    received    through 
written   public    "input"; 


(2)  to    be    as    objeative   as   possible,    making 
no    attempt    to    infev    "what   people   meant"; 

(3)  to    preserve    as    oomple.tely   as   possible    the 
flavor    and   context    of  all    public    responses; 
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(4)    to    use    a   visible,    traceable   process    in  which 
every    treatment   of  data   would   be   readily 
identifiable.  M. 

We  sought  to  analyze,  not  evaluate,  public  comments.   And  we 

analyzed  only  what  the  content  analyst  calls  "manifest  data"       ^ 

(obvious,  explicit  meanings),  as  opposed  to  "latent  content" 

(that  received  only    through  inference)  (Holsti,  1969).   This 

approach  not  only  conformed  to  current  BLM  interests,  but  also 

simplified  our  methodology  with  respect  to  controlling  the 

potential  effects  of  researcher  bias. 

Category    Creation   and   Definition.       The  basic  method  of   ,. 
content  analysis,  in  oversimplified  terms,  is  to  divide  com- 
munication messages  into  discrete  units  and  assign  them  to 
pre-defined  categories.   Our  study  goals,  as  presented  to  us 
by  the  BLM,  went  a  long  way  toward  defining  the  categories  we 
used  in  analysis.   Our  first  steps  were  to  refine  these  pre- 
liminary definitions,  create  additional  needed  categories,  and 
develop  a  comprehensive  system  with  which  to  "code"  and  "file" 
the  contents  of  written  public  responses. 

To  do  this  we  used  a  formal  application  of  what  Glaser         ^ 
(1969)  has  called  the  "constant  comparative  method"  of  analysis. 
Simply  put,  this  method  involved  characterizing  individual  w 

messages  from  a  sample  of  the  public's  letters;  looking  for 
possible  groupings  of  similar  messages;  choosing  alternative, 
comment-derived  titles  to  summarize  those  groupings;  testing        | 
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alternative  coininent  coding  schemes,  using  different  letters; 
comparing  the  results;  and  intuitively  deciding  which  scheme 
worked  best.   We  went  through  this  "constant  comparative" 
process  several  times  before^'  settling  on  a  comment  coding 
scheme.   Thus,  we  tested  repeatedly  for  "face  validity"  when 
developing  our  categorization  rules.   Our  last  step  was  to 
"translate"  category  titles,  when  appropriate,  into  language 
synonymous,  when  possible,  with  BLM  decision  criteria. 

The  samples  we  used  to  develop  our  coding  system  were 
non-representative  of  all  the  public  response  we  ultimately 
received.   This  was  because  we  used  the  first  group  of  letters 
we  received  for  this  phase  of  our  process.   These  early  batches 
came  from  two  of  the  four  BLM  offices  ultimately  involved, 
and  these  offices  had  non-representative  constituencies.   In 
addition,  the  people  who  responded  earliest  during  the  public 
involvement  period  turned  out  to  be  slightly  atypical,  probably 
for  many  reasons  both  obvious  and  hidden. 

Knowing  this  would  happen,  we  created  some  "artificial" 
categories  to  handle  miscellaneous  comments  of  a  relevant  but 
non-conforming  nature.   Ultimately,  we  applied  the  constant 
comparative  method  again  at  the  conclusion  of  content  coding 
to  make  final  adjustments  for  these  and  other  "problem  comments." 

The  category  system  we  used  throughout  our  initial  coding 
period,  and  our  final  system  as  revised  during  the  final  days 
of  analysis,  both  appear  in  the  appendices  of  this  report. 
Subsequent  portions  of  this  methodology  section  clarify  the 
way  we  used  these  categories. 
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^  I 
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To   Pavaphvase    or   Not   To   Paraphrase.      Most  content  analyses 
of  data  gathered  during  natural  resource  agency  involvement  | 

programs  summarize  public  comments  in  paraphrased   form.   In  tt 

this  approach  researchers  code  not  the  actual  contents  of 
letters,  but  rather  their  own  words  "summarizing"  discrete  I 

aspects  of  the  contents. 

While  it  produces  conveniently  compact  summaries,  in  our  | 
view  such  an  approach  maximizes  the  effects  of  any  analyst's 
biases,  for  it  involves  overt  inference  at  every  step  in  the 
process.  The  act  of  translating  and  condensing — no  matter  how  I 
carefully  controlled — by  nature  requires  the  implicit  attach- 
ment of  interpretations  that  can't  help  but  alter  the  substance 
of  an  author's  meaning.  In  addition,  paraphrasing  tends  to 
eliminate  the  "relational  content"  that  communication  researchers 
have  shown  to  be  a  critical  element  of  all  human  messages 
(Daubert,  1978;  Frost  and  Wilmot,  1978;  Wilmot,  1979). 

For  these  reasons  we  concluded  paraphrasing  would  water 
down  (if  not  eliminate  entirely)  the  actual  flavor  of  public 
comments.   Paraphrasing  would  have  ignored  the  important  meth- 
odological caution  that  analysts  should  minimize  the  extent  to 
which  results  might  "exhibit  the  message  of  the  analytic  audience 
rather  than  the  message  of  the  producer"  (Deese,  1969) ,  ■ 

Our  decision  to  display  coded  comments  in  the  exact  words 
of  the  public  produced  some  logistical  difficulties  and  required 
that  we  perform  extra  tests  for  overall  process  reliability. 
However,  it  greatly  increased  the  potential  utility  of  this 
report.   Non-contaminated  data  from  written  public  responses  ■ 
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are  now  organized  in  a  readily-accessible  manner.   Additional 
research  could  further  manipulate  these  data  in  a  nearly  in- 
finite number  of  ways  to  create  new  insights.   And,  the  option 
of  paraphrasing  still  exists. 

Respondent    Coding.       Between  mid-June  and  July  6,  1979  we 
received  from  the  Montana  offices  of  the  BLM  a  total  of  456 
letters,  petitions,  resolutions  and  other  written  input  from 
the  public.   Each  separate  letter  or  form:  had  been  assigned  a 
unique  code  number  by  BLM  personnel.   These  code  numbers  pro- 
vided a  permanent  record  of  the  area  office  that  received  each 
letter  and  of  the  order  in  which  letters  arrived.   The  Butte 
office,  for  example,  sent  us  the  120  letters  it  received, 
numbered  B-OOl  through  B-120.* 

We  xeroxed  all  these  letters  in  order  to  retain  a  clean 
copy  of  each.   There  were  some  exceptions,  however — cases  in 
which  letters  in  pencil  could  not  be  copied  clearly.   At  such 
times  we  used  the  originals  in  our  content  analysis. 

Subsequently,  we  added  other  code  symbols  to  all  letters. 
These  supplementary  codes  represented  objective  characteriza- 
tions of  the  sources  of  each  letter.   For  example,  if  the  author 
of  a  letter  specified  that  he  or  she  was  a  rancher,  we  added 
the  symbol  "R"  to  the  numerical  code  already  assigned  by  the 
BLM.   A  letter  originally  identified  as,  say,  "MSO-10"  thus 
would  become  "MSO-IO/R."   The  other  respondent  characterization 


ii^       Other   code    -prefixes    representing    the    BLM   offices    of   letter   receipt 
were    "MSO"   for    the    Montana    State    Office    in    Billings,    and    "L"    and    "MC" 
for    the    Lewistown    and  Miles    City    area    offices,    respectively . 
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symbols  we  used  were  "A"  for  "activity  groups"  (snowmobile, 

ranching,  and  other  organized  user  groups  or  associations) ; 

"I"  for  industries,  corporations,  etc.;  "E"  for  environmentalist 

organizations  such  as  The  Wilderness  Society  and  Defenders  of         ■ 

Wildlife;  "G"  for  government  agencies,  planning  boards,  and 

elected  officials;  and  "C"  for  "ordinary,"  individual  citizens. 

When  appropriate  we  combined  some  of  these  respondent  codes. 
A  letter  from  the  Cochran  Grazing  Association,  for  example, 
received  the  symfciol  "RA,"  for  "ranching-activity  group,"  and  I 

the  symbol  "RI"  went  on  letters  from  ranching  aompanies     (as 
opposed  to  simply  "R"  for  individual    ranchers) . 

In  keeping  with  the  methodological  need  for  objectivity 
throughout  our  content  analysis  process,  we  made  virtually  no 

assumptions  When  assigning  these  respondent  codes.   Ultimately,       | 

a  great  majority  of  the  letters  received  the  code  "C"  for 

"citizen"  (even  in  the  case  of  letters  from  eastern  Montana,, 

many  of  whose  authors  probably  were  ranchers) .  Only   when 

letter-writers  expliaitly    stated  or  referred  to  their  occupations 

did  we  presume  to  assign  respondent  codes  more  specific  than  "C."*    || 

Some  of  the  materials  BLM  personnel  sent  us  were  notes 
taken  at  public  meetings  in  which  agency  representatives  inter- 
viewed citizen  atendees.   These  "inputs"  we  distinguished  with 
the  further  symbol,  "/O,"  for  "orally-received."   We  chose  not 
to  distinguish  between  letters  and  word-for-word  transcriptions       I 


I 
I 


I 
I 


I 
I 


I 


However,    we    did,    when   appropriate,    view    letterheads    of   indus- 
tries   and   other    sources    as    references    to    more    speaifia    oooupa- 
tions.       Similarly ,    we    viewed   references    to    "my    ranch,"   for    example,  p 

as    explicit    indications    of  an   occupation.  .1 


n 


Ih     of  orally-received  comments,  however.   The  "/O"  symbol 

E     stands  only  for  orally-delivered  comments  whose  written 
accuracy  is  uncertain.* 
^  Finally,  we  used  asterisks  as  a  part  of  our  respondent 

coding  system — one  asterisk  for  letters  from  out-of-state, 
iai     and  two  asterisks  for  those  from  beyond  "the  region"  of 

Montana. +  The  absence  of  an  asterisk  on  a  given  respondent 
code  indicates  the  corresponding  letter  came  from  in-state. 
II  A  few  examples  of  complete  respondent  codes  actually 

^     used  will  summarize  this  phase  of  our  coding  process  and  facili- 
^     tate  reader  comprehension  of  the  notations  appearing  through- 
out subsequent  sections  of  this  dociiment.   Figure  1  lists  some 
respondent  code  examples  alongside  their  translations.   To 
permit  easy,  continual  reference  to  the  meanings  of  these 
notations  we  have  also  printed  a  legend  on  the  inside  back 
ll     cover  of  this  document. 

f' 

1  F%gure    1 


^yi 
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B-004/I  ■    The    fourth    letter   reeeived   ly    the 

Butte    office;    from   an   industry j 
company    or    firm. 

MSO-006/G  The    sixth    letter   received   by    the 

Montana    State    Office;    from   a    govern- 
ment   agency    or    representative . 

MC-034/R/0  The    34th    letter   received   by    the    Miles 

City    office;    from   a    rancher;    received 
orally    and   recorded   by    BLM  personnel 
(not    in    exact   words    of  respondent) . 


* 


Further    discussion    of   these    distinctions    and    the    analytic 
problems    they    raise    appear    in    the    evaluation    section    of   this 
report. 

+    We    arbitrarily    chose    to    define    "the    region"   as    including    only 
those    states    contiguous    to    us:    Idaho ^    North    and   South    Dakota, 
and    Wyoming .  .  .       ' 
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MC-123/C'^  The    123rd    letter   received   by    the 

Mites    City    office;    from   a    citizen, 
from   out-of-state    (hut    in-region) . 


Each  letter  or  piece  of  public  input  thus  received  its 
own  unique  symbol — never  duplicated — standing  for  both  the 
letter  and  the  letter-writer (s) .   This  respondent  coding 
process  enabled  the  source  of  every  thought  extracted  from  a 
given  letter  during  content  analysis  to  remain  completely 
identifiable  and  traceable. 

Many  people  sent  copies  of  the  same  letter  to  more  than 
one  BLM  office  (usually  when  their  comments  were  specific  to 
roadless  areas  in  different  parts  of  Montana,  hence  in  different 
BLM  districts) .   We  also  received  different,  and  separately- 
numbered,  letters  from  many  of  the  same   people.   The  'latter 
situation  stemmed  from  the  fact  that  one  BLM  district  office 
treated  area-specific  public  comment  sheets  and  interviews  as 
separate  letters,  or  pieces,  of  input.   Similarly,  a  number  of 
respondents  wrote  to  the  BLM  more  than  once,  each  time  about  a 
different  roadless  area  or  set  of  areas.   The  end  result  was 
we  received  72  duplicate  letters  (or  letters  from  the  same  *^ 

source)  bearing  a  total  of  206  different  initial  respondent 
codes.   MSO-lOO,  B-046,  B-081,  and  L-054,  for  example,  were 
all  one  and  the  same;  conversely,  MC-lOO,  MC-101,  and  MC-102 
were  different  letters  but  came  from  the  same  person. 

We  needed  to  correct  for  this  problem  in  order  to  be 
methodologically  consistent  with  respect  to  how  our  report 
displays  the  sources  of  particular  comments.  We  therefore 
identified  and  eliminated  most  duplication  in  initial  respondent     I 


I 
I 
I 

O 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 


I 


I 
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coding.   To  use  the  example  above,  we  coded  MSO-lOO,  B-046, 
B-081,  and  L-054  only  once,  as  MSO-lOO;  we  coded  MC-lOO, 

r    MC-lOl,  and  MC-102  as    if   they   weve   parts   of  a  single    letter 

(since  they  had  the  same  author) ,  using  MC-lOO  as  the  respondent 

»/    code  for  contents  extracted  from  all  three  letters. 

In  this  way  we  coded  every  unique  letter  only  once,  and 
every  "source"  (person)  contributed  only  "one"  letter  (which 

1^    at  times  meant  one  "collection"  of  letters) .   We  coded  identical 
letters  from  two  different  people  as  one  letter  with  two 

mt  signatures. 

~         "Vote-counting"  was  of  minor  interest  in  our  analysis. 

BLM  representatives  had  stressed  to  us,  as  well  as  to  the  public, 

_     their  process  emphasis  at  this  time  on  information  about  develop- 
ments rather  than  on  public  opinions  or  mere  "votes."   We 

I 

(w    therefore  coded  only  once  the  content  of  duplicate  petitions  we 
m         received.   Although  we  could  report  the  number  of  people  who 

"voted"  one  way  or  the  other  through  petitions  and  letters,  our 

r  ■■ 

analytic  emphasis  fell  on  the  distinct  ideas  expressed  rather 

to 

than  the  number  of  people  who  expressed  them. 
Ihi         Appendix  A    contains  a  comprehensive  list  of  all  respondent 
a    codes  we  used,  all  respondent  codes  assigned  by  the  BLM,  names 

of  all  authors*,  and  the  origins  (town,  state)  of  each  (if  known). 
%  Contents    Coding.      Our  procedure  for  coding  the  contents  of 

letters  involved  five  steps.   Working  individually,  researchers 
IBM    first  read  each  letter  in  its  entirety  to  get  a  sense  of  the 

overall  message  and  direction.   Second,  we  assigned  each  letter 

a  respondent  code  (outlined  above)  and  reread  the  letter. 


¥e    may    have    misspelled   some    of   these    due    to    illegibility    of 
signatures . 


u 


I 

I 
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bracketing  in  discrete  (unified)  units  all  words,  phrases, 
sentences  or  paragraphs  containing  information  or  thoughts 
on  any  relevant  topic.   One  major  goal  at  this  point  was  to 
preserve,  if  possible,  the  full  context  of  coded  comments.  I 

Third,  we  read  the  letter  again,  assigning  each  bracketed 
unit  to  one  of  a  constantly  evolving  set  of  categories  (the 
creation  of  which  we  described  earlier) .   Fourth,  analysts 
later  checked  each  other's  work  for  accuracy,  consistency  and 
thoroughness.   Fifth,  other   researchers  (who  had  not  been  in- 
volved in  the  coding  thusfar)  rechecked  all  letters,  again  for 
accuracy,  consistency  and  thoroughness.   After  passing  this 
point  letters  were  clear  for  the  entry  of  their  contents  into 
specific  category  files. 

The  process  was  standardized  and  treated  every  letter  in 
the  same  way.   The  use  of  two  different  sets  of  researchers 
and  two  separate  double-checking  procedures  (each  involving 
parties  not  responsible  for  the  first  round  of  contents  coding)       m 
was  a  critical  determinant  of  reliability  in  the  process."^ 

In  addition  to  the  checking  mechanisms  built  into  the 
above-described  coding  procedure,  we  regularly  subjected  the 
entire  process  to  rigorous  tests  of  overall  reliability.   At  | 

first  on  a  daily  basis,  and  later  every  other  day,  we  selected        n 

I 

This    goat    and   related   Qodvng   rules    uttimatety    resulted   in    some 

variation    that    may    at    first    seem    inconsistent .       People    tended    to  ■ 

express    a   variety    of  discrete    thoughts   within   a   single    sentence y  m 
let    alone    a    paragraph.       We    assigned   coded   units    to    the    most 

appropriate    single    category    when    separating   discrete    thoughts  '  ■ 

would   have    destroyed   a   comment  ' s    context .  ■   | 
"^  It    should   by    now   be    abundantly    clear    that    in    qualitative 

research    like    this    it    is    always    important    to    recognize    and  _ 

correct    for   potential    researcher    bias.       Besides    including    in  I 

the    coding  process    two   rounds    of  double- checking   by   non-involved  * 
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a   random,  statistically  valid  sample  of  recently-coded 
li      letters.   These  we  compared  to  insure  that  similar  comments 
n      from  different  letters  had  been  coded  in  the  same  way.   In 

another  regularly-employed  testing  procedure  we  put  "sample 
i       populations"  of  identical  letters  through  the  process  twice, 

each  time  to  be  coded  and  checked  from  scratch  by  a  different 
ihi     member  of  each  researcher  team  involved  in  the  process. 
■I     Again,  in  these  tests  we  compared  the  end  results  to  determine 
.  the  general  reliability  of  our  coding  procedures. 

The  results  of  these  tests  were  surprising,  considering 

the  project's  constraints  and  the  qualitative  nature  of  the 
y     work.   In  all  cases  reliability  was  shown  to  be  greater  than 

I.  or  equal  to  95%.   Most  of  the  time  in  the  latter  test  a  given 
letter  had  been  coded  exactly    the  same  way  twice,  even  though 
w\  completely  different  people  had  been  involved  in  each  phase 

■    of  the  coding. 
lap         Once  we  completed  coding  for  all  letters  we  again  tested 

the  entire  process  output  for  uniformity.   Some  minor  modifica- 
tions resulted,  but  again  our  procedures  proved  reliable  and 
M  consistent. 

Trans feving   ExtTaoted    Comments    to    Category    Files.       By  the 


parties    (one    of  whom   had   aonsiderahle    -prior   experience    in 

qualitative   methodologies ) ,    two    of   the    researchers   we    used 

had   no   previous    exposure    to    the    BLM  or    to    any   wilderness 
■■      review   process.       These    project   personnel    had   no    particular 

expectations    or   preconceptions ,    and    therefore    helped   considerably 

in   our    quest    for    overall    objectivity . 
JM        Ordinarily ,    in   work    such    as    this    one    can    expect    a    good   deal 

more    adjustment    than   was    required   in    our   process .       We    suspect 
p'      our    success    reulted   in    large    measure    not    only    from    the    appropriate- 
^      ness    of   our    categories    hut    also    from    the    generally    '^ cut- and- dried" 

nature    of   the    public    comments    we    received. 


u 


transcriptions  published  herein. 


n 

I 
I 


I 
I 


time  we  finished  coding  the  last  letter  received  from  the 
BLM  we  had  13  general  category  files  and  315  roadless  area- 
specific  files,  each  of  the  latter  containing  up  to  53  sub- 
category files.   Into  the  appropriate  files  we  entered  ver-  I 
batim  transcriptions  of  each  public  comment  extracted. 

Because  one  of  the  over-riding  goals  of  our  analysis  was 
to  display  in  an  organized  fashion  what    the   public    said 
(rather  than  what  we  would  say  to  paraphrase  what  people 
said) ,  we  felt  strongly  that  we  could  afford  no  errors  what-         fl 
soever  in  this  step  of  our  process.   We  therefore  tested  our 
transcription  procedure  regularly,  again  using  statistically 
valid  samples.   When  a  test  of  sample  transcriptions  from  a 
given  day's  output  revealed  even  one  error,  we  checked  the 
entire  output  from  that  day.   Because  of  this  test  procedure 
we  believe  there  is  a  high  level  of  accuracy  in  the  final 


I 
I 
I 
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It  is  important  to  reiterate  that  the  only  comments  we 
have  printed  not   in    the    exact   word  of   the   publia   are  those 
whose  respondent  codes  include  "/O."   These,  as  noted  earlier,        ■ 
are  transcriptions  of  BLM  paraphrases  of  citizen  statements."^ 

Deciding    What's    Relevant    and    What    Is    Not.       Because  we 
believe  public  comments  are  important — no  matter  how  difficult 


I 
I 


We    did    try    to    covveot    most    spelling    ewovs    to    improve    the  j  | 

readability    of   this    report.       At    times   we    also    did   some   minor  '^ 

editing    in    the    interests    of  conciseness .       We    did   so   without 
altering    the    substance    of   comments .  |S 

+  In   our    limited   time   we   were    unable    to   repeat    this    test   after  jj 

final    typing   of   this    report.       We    would    have    preferred    to    be 
able    to    do    this    so    that   we    could   now    guarantee    a    specified  « 

level    of  reliability .  I 

^   And   words    in   parentheses    are    our    insertions ,    meant    to    im- 
prove   readability . 
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to  handle  and  how  "irrelevant"  they  may  at  first  seem — we 
attempted  to  err,  if  at  all,  on  the  side  of  including  too 
much.   We  therefore  defined  "relevancy"  in  fairly  broad 
terms,  to  reflect  not  only  the  multiplicity  of  comment  styles, 
etc.,  but  also  the  variety  of  ways  in  which  public  comment 
might  become  usable.   "Potential  usability  in  decision-making" 
J       formed  the  basis  of  our  definition  of  comment  relevance. 

Mir 

We  considered  two  types  of  BLM  decision-making  in  this 
£      process,  the  first  relatively  precise  in  nature,  and  the 
r-  second  comparatively  broad  and  multi-faceted: 

(1)    IMMINENT   INVENTORY   DECISION-MAKING 
;  (e.g.^     "Which   roadless    areas    should   remain 

til  in   the    wilderness    study    -process?"      It   was 

this    type    of  decision-making   BLM   representa- 

Itives    stressed   in   our   preparatory   meetings 
with    them. )  .  . 


I 
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(2)    GENERAL    PROCESS    DECISION-MAKING 

(e.g. J     "How   should  public    involvement   be 
designed  from   here    on?      How   should   the    BLM 
deal   with  people?"  Etc.) 


We  coded  substantive  comments  that  in  our  judgment  were  or 
'^  might  be  (now  or  in  the  future)  helpful  to  either  of  these 

types  of  decision-making.* 


As  qn  example    of   things    not    coded   because    we    considered   them 
"irrelevant" ,    we    ignored   all    letters    specific    to    RARE   II   that 
contained   no    reference    to    the    BLM    (RARE   II   comments    given    in 
conjunction   with    BLM-related   comments    were    coded).       Comments 
apparently    directed   at    the    Forest   Service   provide    an   extreme 
example    of    "irrelevant"  messages,    but    also    help    illustrate 
the    subjectivity    of  all    "relevant    vs.    irrelevant"    decisions 
in   a    content    analysis    process.       A    different    approach--one 
focusing   mostly    on    developing    general    inferences    about   public 
moods    and   feelings,    for    example--might   well    have    required   the 
coding   of  all   RARE   Il-speoific    comments.       While    not    directed 
at    the    BLM,    such    comments    do    relate    to    public    land  management, 
and   might   assist    in    some    important    theory -building   about    the 


IS 


The  first  of  the  above-characterized  decision  categories 
is  fairly  straightforward;  most  of  what  we  coded  by  virtue 
of  its  relevance  to  that  category  could  be  called  "public 
reportage"    about  the  developments  and/or  wilderness  quality 
of  particular  roadless  areas.   The  second  decision  category 
listed  above  is  more  all-emcompassing.   It  would  include  all 
expressions  of  attitudes,  opinions,  grievances,  fears,  values 
statements,  etc.,  that  we  considered  potentially  relevant  to 
a  host  of  different  sorts  of  process  decisions  (some  of  which 
the  BLM  may  not  have  encountered  yet) .    We  have  not  distin- 
guished between  which  of  these  two  types  of  decisions  a  par- 
ticular comment  speaks  to  (many  comments  speak  to  both,  of 
course) .   Comments  relevant  to  both  decision-types  are  lumped 
together  within  the  comment  categories  described  earlier  in 
this  document."*" 

Final    Organization   of  Data.      Once  input  had  been  coded 
and  entered  into  category  files,  a  new  phase  in  our  'analysis 


state    of  certain   public   attitudes ,    misconceptions ,    etc.      Al- 
though  we    were    interested   in    recording   public    feelings    about 
the    BLM,    we    deemed   such    an    in-depth   analysis- -though    fascinating 
and  potentially    valuable--to   be   beyond   the    scope   of  our   work, 
*    The    only    exceptions    to    this    rule    were    most   comments    expressing 
area-specific    allocation   preferences    that    included   no    reasons . 
Such    comments    we    counted   as    "votes"   in   a    separate    content 
analysis   process ,    conducted   after   the    one   reported  on   here.    To 
have    treated    these    comments    otherwise    would   have    doubled    the 
size    of   this   report   and  greatly    increased   redundancy    throughout . 
^  A   more    extensive    (and    time-consuming )    form   on    content   analysis 
also   would   have    taken    these    distinctions    much    further.       We    dis- 
cuss   similar    analytic    options    in    the    evaluation    section   of 
this    report. 
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began.   In  the  final  days  of  the  project  we  focused  on  the 
"universe"  of  comments  received  in  each  "topic  area"  of 
interest.    We  sought  to  determine  how  we  could  best  organize 
the  comments  and  approach  the  task  of  summarizing  them.   Our 
goals  were  to  let  the  comments  within  each  general  and  area- 
specific  file  "speak  for  themselves,"  in  a  sense,  and  to  re- 
group categories  as  necessary  or  appropriate.   The  "first 
round"  of  content  analysis — the  completed  coding  procedure — 
permitted  an  analytic  overview  of  all  data  that  predictably 
led  to  some  reorganization. 

Using  our  analysis  of  the  number  and  nature  of  public 
comments  as  principal  criteria,  we  decided  to  aggregate 
several  closely-aligned  categories  within  each  roadless  area 
file.   In  doing  this  we  ordered  comments  within  these  "new" 
categories  for  the  most  part  in  such  a  way  as  to  maintain  the 
finer  distinctions  with  which  we  had  started.   For  example, 
we  began  the  formal  coding  process  with  four  sets  ("existing," 
"used,"  "maintained,"  and  "potentials")  of  ten  separate  cate- 
gories, all  under  the  larger  heading  of  "physical  developments." 
However,  once  content  analysis  provided  a  perspective  on  the 
entire  contents  of  written  public  response,  we  decided  we 
needed  only  one  set  of  these  physical  development  categories. 
But  we  still  ordered  comments  within  each  category  so  as  to 
"move  the  reader"  from  comments  about  the  existence  of  a 
development,  to  comments  about  its  use,  then  its  maintenance 


By    "topic    area"   we    mean   not    only    the    topics    represented   by 
content   analysis    categories,    but    also    each   roadless    area    under 
consideration    in    the    BLM's    inventory . 
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and  finally  its  potentials.   This  order  seemed  most  logical: 
It  conformed  somewhat  to  BLM's  definitional  distinctions  with 
respect  to  developments,  and  also  reflected  objective  judg- 
ments as  to  the  differing  natures  of  specific  comments. 

We  combined  the  categories  "grazing  impacts  and  use"  and 
"vegetation  manipulation"  to  form  one  category,  "grazing," 
because  of  the  small  number  and  similar  nature  of  comments 
received  in  those  categories.   We  made  other  organizational 
decisions  for  the  same  reasons.   The  area-specific  "miscella- 
neous" category,  for  example,  became  part  of  the  area-specific 
"general  opinions"  category.   This  "general  opinions"  cate-. 
gory  we  divided  into  two  subcategories:  "decision-related" 
and  "other."   Similarly,  they  were  so  few  in  number  that  we 
combined  comments  about  BLM's  size  criteria  and  about  suggested      ■ 
boundary  or  ownership  changes  (originally  in  separate  categories) .    m 
Comments  in  both  categories  had  turned  out  to  be  interrelated 
and  similar. 

After  adjusting  categories  in  response  to  the  final  ap- 
pearance of  all  the  data,  our  major  goals  became  to  organize 
comments  in  an  essentially  consistent  way  throughout  this 
report,  while  maximizing  the  readability  of  each  roadless  area 
file."^  Within  certain  parameters — comment-ordering  rules — we         I 
treated  each  file  at  this  point  as  an  independent   entity,  and 
developed  the  final  order  of  comments  in  response  to  a  given         w 


I 
I 


By    "deoi-sion-related"   we    mean    comments    addressing    the    BLM's 
inventory    decisions . 

+  This   was    not   as    easy    as    it   may    sound.       The    contents    of  files  .   ■ 

varied  even   more    than  we    expected.  '■ 
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file's  own  unique  character.   We  used  a  loosely-applied 
"constant  comparative"  approach  to  do  this.   This  procedure 
resulted  in  variations  from  file  to  file,  but  each  alone 
reads  in  coherent  fashion. 

At  times  we  reunited  comments  from  the  same  source  (com- 
ments which  had  been  assigned  to  separate  categories) .   Al- 
though we  retained  all  distinct  thoughts  from  all  sources, 
we  sought  to  eliminate  specific  thought  duplication  by  identical 

lli      sources.   In  this  way  we  hoped  to  minimize  redundancy  in  each 
roadless  area  file.         . 

■^         An  example  of  this  "duplication  elimination"  will  illustrate 

i       its  methodological  validity.   A  letter,  respondent-coded  as 

"L-031/RI,"  had  produced  two  entries  in  two  different  categories 

|g      concerning  roads  in  roadless  area  #282,  Third  Creek: 


yw 
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"Existing   Roads"   Category :    "Great   amount   of  bladed 

roads    throughout    (the) 


w  "Maintained  Roads"    Category :    "A    maze    of  meshanioally 

maintained  and   heavily    used 

'  ■    .  ■  .  roads.       These    roads   provide 

'^  ■     .  ■  oontaot   between   ranch   units 

and   they    are    also    used   ex- 
tensively   by    hunters    and 

\  fishSrmen. " 

P      We  eliminated  the  first  of  these  comments  during  our  final 
analysis  stage.   Given  our  interest  in  organizing  as  smooth 

^  and  readable  a  document  as  possible,  and  given  the  broad 

analytic  perspective  provided  by  the  content  analysis,  we 

■■      concluded  the  essence  of  the  first  comment  also  was  expressed 
in  the  second  one.   This  sort,  of  "duplication  elimination" 


'll 
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occurred  very  infrequently. 

Our  handling  of  "L-31's"  comments  about  roads  typifies 
our  final  approach  in  organizing  all  the  categories  under 
the  "physical  developments"  heading:  If  a  person  tells  us 
a  development  is  maintained,  we  can  safely  assume  the  devel- 
opment both  exists  and  is  used.   Similarly,  if  someone  says 
only  that  a  development  is  used,  we  assumed  that  it  also  I 

exists.    Therefore,  there  is  no  need  to  include  the  less 
comprehensive  of  such  comments  from  the  same  source  when  it 
is  absolutely  clear  from  the  context  of  the  letter  that  the 
person  is  referring  to  the  same  development  both  (or  more) 
times. 

When  such  comments  contained  any  differing  information 
or  feelings,  we  retained  them  all  in  the  final  listings. 

Summavy .   We  have  attempted  to  provide  a  coherent  over- 
view of  our  content  analysis  methods  and  procedures.   We 
have  not  mentioned  a  multitude  of  "small"  decisions,  most  of 
which  likely  affected  the  results  to  an  extent  greater  than 
we  have  been  able  to  discover  during  our  last  harried  days 
of  analysis.   Most  of  these  less  significant  decisions  are 
self-evident  in  subsequent  sections  of  this  report. 

Our  approach  was  entirely  consistent  with  qualitative 
research  conventions,  and  involved,  in  our  opinion,  more 
validity-  and  reliability-checking  than  is  usually  practiced 
in  resource  agency  content  analyses.   We  feel  the  roadless 
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This    is    from    the   pevspeative    of   the    comment  ' s   author,    not  I 

neaeasavily    the   perspective    offered  by    the   BLM's    "road"  * 

definition. 
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area  content  files  in  the  following  section  of  this  report 
are  not  only  valid  and  reliable  presentations  of  public 
comments,  but  are  also  uniquely  useful  to  agency  decision- 


ROADLESS  AREA-SPECIFIC  CONTENT  FILES 


Notes 


^      The    Yellowstone    Islands    files    have    been   aggregated  undev 
the   number's    "610-616"   because   of   the    nature    of  oomments 
received.     (This    includes    oomments    for  Area    §2,10,    the    one 
Yellowstone    Island   not    in    the   Miles    City    district.) 

*  Category    headings    appear   only   when    they    contain   oomments. 

*  We    have    omitted   roadless    areas    about   which   we   received 
no    oomments . 

*  The    symbols    "R,"    "NR,"   and    "?"   in    the    top   right-hand 
corner   of  each   area  's    first   page    stand   for    "recommended" 
for   further   study,     "not   recommended"   for   further   study, 
and    "recommendation   unknown    to    us,"   respectively.       These 
data   were    collected   from   the   master    list   distributed  with 
inventory   maps. 

*  Area   numbers    and   names    correspond   to    the    information   on 
the    "Situation   Evaluations"   released   to    the   public. 

*  Corresponding    respondent    codes    are    listed   in    the    left    ■ 
margin   of   the    first    line    of  each   comment    entry. 

*  Many   respondent    codes    include    three-digit   numbers    (i.e., 
001,    050,    etc.),    although   some    have    been    typed  without 
initial    zeros    (i.e.,     1,     50,    etc.) 

*  The    symbol    "/O"    sometimes    appears    as    "/o". 
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This    section   includes    special    files    for   BLM   Wilderness  ■ 

Study    Areas    about   which   we    received   comments ,    as    well 
as    a    file    for    the    "areas    near    the    Canadian   border    above 
a    line   between   Thoeny   and   Opheim,    Montana,  "  a   group   of 
unspecified   area      about   which  we   received   comments . 
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001  -  RUBY  MOUNTAINS 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 

Decision-related 

MS0-9/E        Unit  001  should  be  intensively  studied  for 

wilderness. 

B-97/C         The  Ruby  Mountains  need  their  core  protected 

since  it  is  surrounded  by  mining  and  logging. 

B-070/C        There  is  room  for  a  small  wilderness  area — 

probably  5,000  acres  would  be  the  maximum  extent, 

B-052/E        Perhaps  it  would  be  a  good  idea  to  save  this 

particular  area  of  32,000  acres  as  potential 
wilderness  inventory  area  to  prevent  a  further 
encroachment  of .. .man-made  catastrophes. 

MS0-2/C        Portions  of  the  inventoried  Ruby  Mountains 

Roadless  Area  have  exceedingly  high  wilderness 
values  which  require  a  more  detailed  evalution. 

B-048/C        A  lot  of  this  area  in  the  Ruby  Mountains  is 

"wilderness"  by  its  natural  contour.   Let's 
just  leave  it  that  way. 

B-030/C        I  am  against  making  the  Ruby  Mountains  wilder- 
ness .      . 

B-85/C         I  feel  that  this  area  should  be  withdrawn  from 

the  wilderness  proposal  as  it  is  a  very  pros- 
perous area  for  mining,  grazing,  and  logging 
industries. 

B-0  32/C        Any  wilderness  in  these  areas,  especially  the 

Ruby  Mountains,  would  have  a  major  effect  on 
the  ranchers  of  our  area  who  depend  on  maximum 
forage  production  in  the  Ruby  Mountains  for 
the  welfare  of  their  livestock. 


■■       B-040/RA       The  members  of  our  livestock  grazing  association 

are  completely  opposed  to  the  further  study  or 
designation  of  any  lands  in  the  Ruby  Mountains 

m  as  wilderness.   This  planning  which  seeks  to 

remove  public  lands  from  our  use  or  restrict 
our  use  of  BLM  grazing  permits  will  add  to  the 

^  problems  of  the  livestock  producer  in  our  country 

and  make  it  more  difficult  and  expensive  to 
raise  beef  for  the  nation. 
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001  -  RUBY  MOUNTAINS 


GENERAL  OPINIONS  (CONT.) 
Decision- related  (Cont.) 


I 
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I 
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MS0-16/R       Gordon  Creek  Stock  Association  is  totally  opposed 

to  BLM's  plan  to  make  Unit  #001  a  wilderness  area.    ■ 
It  will  hamper  our  livestock  operation  consider-     ■ 
ably.   As  it  is  now  lots  of  hunters  and  people 
looking  for  a  good  day  in  the  mountains  can 
drive  up  these  roads  and  enjoy  themselves.   By 
making  this  a  wilderness  area  you  stop  this  type 
of  recreating  completely.   How  many  people  do 
you  know  that  are  going  to  backpack  into  this        I 
area  for  a  day,  week,  or  month?   I  do  not  know       * 
a  single  person.   I  do  know  lots  of  people  that 
enjoy  this  land  and  area  as  it  is  today. 


B-030/C        The  mineral  wealth  of  these  mountains  is  too 

great  to  lock  them  up  in  a  wilderness.. 

B-041/I        In  view  of  the  presence  of... claims  and  the  fact 

that  there  is  periodic  travel  to  them,  it  appears 
to  us  that  this  area  is  not  roadless,  nor  should 
it  be  included  in  a  wilderness  study  area.   It 
seems  to  us  that  this  area  also  is  too  close  to 
operating  surface  mines  to  be  considered  for 
inclusion  in  a  wilderness  area. 

MS0-2  7/C       I  am  extremely  opposed  to  any  further  study  or 

development  of  MT-071-001  as  a  wilderness  area 
or  any  other  type  of  study.   I  feel  that  it  is 
an  extreme  burden  on  the  taxpayer  to  waste  time 
on  this  area.   The  area  has  gone  unchanged  since 
the  beginning  of  time  and  anyone  who  chooses  to 
use  the  area  for  any  purpose  has  been  allowed  to 
do  so.   The  area  is  extremely  unusable  except  to 
a  very  small  minority,  and  I  can  see  no  reason 
for  spending  taxpayers  dollars  to  develop  an 
area  for  such  a  small  group  of  people  who  can 
use  the  area  at  thier  own  discretion  for  whatever 
reason  they  want  to  use  it  for. 


Other 

B-052/E        I  would  think  that  if  this  unit  isn't  given 

serious  consideration  for  wilderness  inventory 
that  it  will  be  salvaged  as  the  immediate 
surrounding  area  has  been. 

MS0-9/E 


I 


I 
I 
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I 

I 
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Jeep  trails  should  be  closed.  I 
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001  -  RUBY  MOUNTAINS 


GENERAL  OPINIONS  (CONT.) 
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other  (Cont . ) 
B-040/RA 


B-77/C 
B-070/C 

B-048/C 


B-76/C 


MSO-27/C 


MSO-75/I 


We  oppose  any  reductions  or  restrictions  of 
forage  use  in  the  Ruby  Mountains  and  support 
wise  land  use  planning  in  cooperation  with  the 
land  users  for  maximum  forage  production  without 
environmental  damage. 

There  are  also  timber,  iron  ore  deposits,  and 
other  minerals  for  productive  use. 

You  are  asking  for  a  big  can  of  worms  to  police 
this  area--and  your  efforts  would  in  most  cases 
be  wasted. 

We  don't  need  any  new  roads  in  this  area,  unless 
for  logging  or  mining,  and  if  there  is  any  of 
this  activity  to  come  this  way  in  the  future, 
then  by  all  means  don't  try  to  block  it  out, 
or  lock  the  area  up  with  "wilderness  or  roadless" 
classifications.   Continue  grazing  at  a  reason- 
able level,  after  all,  if  it  is  not  grazed,  then 
we  have  a  fire  hazard  that  causes  more  loss  than 
use  by  us  humans!   Stick  to  multiple  use.  Grazing, 
logging,  mining,  recreation,  snowmobiling, 
sightseeing,  etc.   That's  why  God  created  this 
earth,  to  use,  not  to  lock  us  out  of!   Leave  the 
stock  driveway  there,  it  gets  used  for  other 
purposes  too. 

I  favor  the  continued  use  of  the  area  for  develop- 
ment of  minerals,  grazing,  recreation,  and  timber 
harvest  where  feasible. 

Designate  it  as  a  multiple  use  area  and  let  it  go 
at  that!!   It  has  wildlife  habitat,  livestock 
grazing,  a  small  amount  of  timber,  no  fish,  lots 
of  rock,  and  rattlesnakes.   If  the  time  ever 
comes  when  this  area  needs  some  type  of  develop- 
ment, for  whatever  reason,  do  it  then,  not  now. 
It  simply  is  not  needed  at  this  time.   In  order 
to  cure  a  problem,  first  you  have  got  to  create 
one.   There  is  none  here. 

It  is  recommended  that  this  area  be  kept  in  the 
multiple-use  classification. 
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001  -  RUBY  MOUNTAINS 


SIZE-  AND/OR  BOUNDARY-RELATED  COMMENTS 


MS0-9/E 


MSO-75/I 


Lands  altered  extensively  on  the  borders  should 
be  deleted  but  managed  to  protect  the  wilderness 
from  further  degradation. 

We  recommend  that  substantial  boundary  adjust- 
ments be  made  to  exclude  non-federal  lands.  By 
redrafting  the  boundary,  to  cross  the  unit 
approximately  in  the  vicinity  of  Garden  Creek, 
essentially  all  of  the  narrow  stringers,  being 
approximately  a  mile  or  less  across  and  providing 
little  in  terms  of  solitude,  will  be  deleted. 

Contiguous,  I  believe,  to  present  U.S.F.S 
Wilderness  Study  Areas. 


Private  land  inside  the  area  must  be  guaranteed 
access. 

Interspersed  with  private  lands. 

Wilderness  areas  should  not  include  state  or 
fee  lands  (i.e.  this  area). 

Contains  two  BN  tracts  which  are  completely 
surrounded  by  BLM  land  tentatively  proposed  for 
wilderness  study.   These  tracts  are:  Sk   Sec.  35, 
T6S,  R6W;  and  Sec.  1,  T7S,  R6W. . . .The  proposal 
poses  BN  with  a  problem  of  accessing  its  owner- 
ship.  Such  a  proposal  will  significantly  affect 
our  ability  to  manage  these  lands.   Neither  the 
Wilderness  Inventory  Handbook  nor  the  Interim 
Management  Policy  and  Guidelines  for  Wilderness 
Study  Areas  considers  the  effects  of  wilderness 
recommendations  on  private  land  inholdings. 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 

Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 

B-76/C         Roads  on  the  southern  edge  of  this  unit. 

B-80/I         Contains  roads. 


B-97/C 

PRIVATE  LAND 
B-76/C 

B-80/I 
MSO-101/I** 

',   MSO-75/I 
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PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS  (CONT.) 

Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways  (Cont.) 

B-048/C        Roads  and  jeep  trails  are  in  evidence. 

B-55/C         Sec.  11  and  12  have  permanent  Cyprus  roads  for 

access . 

B-31/C         Ladder  Gulch  Road  was  constructed. ... I  have  used 

McHessen  Creek  Road  for  prospecting  in  the  60 's. 
Gordon  Creek  Road  was  made  by  the  homesteaders 
and  maintained  by  them  for  many  years .   I  travel 
the  road  many  times  to  see  my  late  fried  Wilber 
Leonard  who  was  a  homesteader  there.   Hinch 
"  Creek  is  a  county  road  to  the  Ted  Eby  homestead 

and  saw  mill  site.   I  have  visited  the  late  Ted 
Eby  many  times  and  this  road  was  maintained  by 
him. 

to        B-85/C         Several  roads  in  this  area  are  maintained  the 

year  around  for  mining  operations. 


I 


MS0-16/R       Gordon  Creek  Road  starts  in  Sec.  30  at  Ruby  River, 

It  proceeds  through  Sec.  9,  10,  13,  14,  18,  19, 
and  ends  in  Sec.  4.   The  road  is  maintained.... 
Hinch  Creek  Road  starts  in  Sec.  33  at  the  Ruby 
River.   It  proceeds  west  through  Sec.  32,  6,  1, 
35,  34,  2,  7,  and  ends  in  Sec.  28.   This  road 
has  been  maintained. .. .Road  is  used  by  Gordon 
Creek  Assn.  to  maintain  fences,  to  set  up  camp 
when  moving  and  (unreadable)  cattle  when  moved 
from  Big  Dry.... and  fix  water  tanks.   Also  hunters 
use  this  road  each  fall  in  hunting  season. 

B-050/C        McHessor  Creek-Gordon  Creek  Road  connects  the 

two  sides  of  the  mountain  and  was  constructed 
with  dozers,  graders,  hand  labor,  etc.   They  are 
used... and  maintained. . .most  of  the  year  by 
ranchers,  loggers,  and  recreatipnists ,  and  by 
Gordon  Creek  Stock  Assn. 

B-103/I        To  consider  this  area  roadless  is  preposterous 

as  these  roads  have  all  been  maintained  by 
crawler  tractors  and  occasionally  graders. 
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PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS  (CONT.) 
Fixed  Site  Facilities 
B-052/E        Refuse  dumps. 
Minerals 
B-052/E        It  is  surrounded  by  areas  of .. .mining, 
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B- 10 3/1        Within  the  area  to  the  north  of  the  Treasure 

Mine  you  have  included  many  of  Pfizer 's 
unpatented  mining  claims ... .The  present  talc 
mines  are  sitting  on  limited  reserves  and 
must  not  be  prohibited  from  exploring  where 
there  is  high  talc  potential. ,. .Talc  mining  jg 

in  Madison  County  provides  many  jobs  and  a  ■ 

great  deal  of  tax  money  to  both  Madison  and 
Beaverhead  counties.   In  fact,  Pfizer  Inc.  is 
the  largest  private  industry  employer  in 
Beaverhead  County.   The  same  holds  true  to 
Cyprus  Industrial  in  Madison  County.   Therefore, 
in  order  to  insure  a  healthy  and  economic  future 
for  both  counties  with  regard  to  talc  reserves,  . 
the  entire  Ruby  Mountain  Range  should  be  left 
open  for  exploration. 


I 
I 
I 
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B- 041/1        It  appears  that  we  have  some  unpatented  mining 

claims  in  the  area.   We  have  transferred  the 
boundary  of  Area  001  to  a  map  which  shows  the 
general  area  in  greater  detail,  and  it  appears 
that  Area  001  includes  almost  all  of  Sec.  11  & 
12,  part  of  the  NE  and  NW  quarters  of  Sec.  13, 
and  a  good  part  of  the  eastern  half  of  Sec.  3, 
all  in  TVS,  R6W.   Our  Beaverhead  Mine  is  located 
on  Sec.  14  in  the  same  township  and  range,  but        _ 
there  are  claims  in  the  contiguous  group  that         ■ 
are  in  the  areas  included  in  Area  001 — namely 
on  Sec.  11,  12,  &  13,  plus  another  group  on 
Sec.  3.  n 

B-55/C         Permanent  improvements  are  existant  in  T7S, 

R6W,  Sec.  2,  where  Pfizer  and  Cyprus  have  numer-  m 
ous  unpatented  mining  claims  that  have  excellent  y 
possibilities  for  development. 

B^76/C         Talc  mines  on  the  southern  edge  of  this  unit.         ,  ,, 

The  mines  are  very  well  developed  and  of 
economic  importance  to  the  local  economy.... 
Contains  large  amounts  of  minerals,  many  of 
which  are  in  patented  mining  claims  which  are 
,  already  developed. 
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Lm   physical  developments  (cont.) 

P"  Minerals    (Cont.) 
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MSO-101/I**    There  is  additional  mineral  resource  potential 

in  this  area.   Surveys  already  carried  out  have 
noted  the  occurrences  of  valuable  minerals  in 
this  area. .. .gold ,  silver,  talc. 

MSO-75/I       The  industrial  mineral  potential  of  this  unit 

is  very  high.   The  sillimanite  in  the  area  has 
definite  potential.   Large  pods  are  known  to 
exist  within  the  adjacent  rocks.   The  talc  in 
this  area  is  some  of  the  best  available  in  the 
U.S.  Since  the  controversy  concerning  asbestos- 
like minerals,  the  freedom  of  this  talc  from  any 
tremolite  makes  it  an  especially  valuable 
commodity ... .No  known  metallic  mineral  deposits 
exist  in  the  immediate  area  although  a  few  base 
and  precious  metal  veins  occur  about  4  miles 
to  the  southwest  of  the  area.   Copper  occurs  as 
disseminated  chalcopyrite  to  the  southwest  of 
the  area  in  subeconomic  quantity ... .The 
Pre-Cambrian  rocks  of  the  area  are  considered 
to  have  uranium  potential. 

Grazing 

B-76/C         The  area  is  grazed  on  about  60%  of  the  area. 

B-85/C         About  60%  of  this  area  is  used  by  the  Gordon 

Creek  Grazing  Assn.  for  summer  range  for  their 
cattle . 

B-040/RA       Our  organization  owns  private  land  adjacent  to 

the  BLM  permit  areas  and  holds  permits  for 
grazing  on  large  areas  of  the  Ruby  Mountains. 
Our  numbers  include  seven  large  ranch  operations 
which  depend  on  the  forage  production  from  this 
area  for  summer  pasture,  thus  any  further  res- 
trictions on  the  use  of  this  pasture  could  have 
a  serious  effect  on  all  members. 

Timber 


B-052/E        It  is  surrounded  by  areas  of  logging. 
Iii      B-55/C         Recent  logging  is  apparent  in  T7S,  R5W,  Sec.  6 
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PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS  (CONT.) 

Timber  (Cont.) 

B-85/C         About  30  acres  of  this  area  were  logged  as  a 

selective  cut  in  1975... (and  it  contains)  about 
6,000  timbered  acres  that  would  be  good  logging 
timber. 


in  bug-infested  or  killed,  or  to  salvage  in  a 
fire-killed  area, 

B-76/C         The  area  contains  significant  timber  which 

should  be  managed  and  harvested. 


Recreation 


residents 
B-048/C        Hunting  as  well  as  snowmobiling  in  the  area. 


WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 


Naturalness 


Opportunities  for  Solitude 


I 
I 

i; 


I 
I 


B-048/C        There  is  considerable  lodgepole  for  dorral  poles 

and  posts  as  well  as  saw  logs.  Harvest  these 
when  there  is  demand,  in  a  selective  manner.  „ 
The  only  clear-cutting  to  be  allowed  should  be  ■ 
in  bna-1  TifpRt-pd  nr    killed,  or  to  salvaae  in  a         " 


I 
I 


B-80/I         A  popular  multi-use  recreation  area  for  local       ■ 

I 


MSO-75/I       Unit  appears  to  contain  some  of  the  basic 

wilderness  characteristics  such  as  size  and 
naturalness. 

B-052/E        The  unit  is  primarily  natural  in  character  and 

encompasses  the  Ruby  Mountain  Range. 

B-76/C         This  area  was  logged  in  the  mining  days  and  its     J| 

naturalness  has  been  destroyed. 


I 


91 

I 


B- 10 3/1        The  Ruby  Mountain  Range  does  not  have ^ 'outstanding 

opportunities  for  solitude.   From  any  location 
in  this  mountain  range  you  can  hear  vehicles 
on  Highway  41  and  Highway  287  and  you  can  see 
at  least  one  city  (Twin  Bridges,  Sheridan,  _ 

Alder,  or  Dillon) .  ■ 
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WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS  (CONTJ 

Opportunities  for  Solitude  (Cont.) 


B-55/C 


MSO-75/I 


This  parcel  of  land  borders  present  day  mining 
activity  that  detracts  from  the  solitude  of  a 
wilderness. .. .From  nearly  any  ridgetop  in  the 
area  of  the  Bitterroot  and  Beaverhead  Valleys, 
one  can  see  highways  and  two  cities. 

The  unit  is  sufficiently  narrow  in  the  south- 
western portion  to  preclude  achievement  of 
sufficient  solitude. 


Opportunities  for  Primitive  Recreation 


MSO-75/I 


This  unit  is  sufficiently  narrow  in  the  south- 
western portion  to  preclude  achievement  of 
sufficient  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation 
attributes. 


E 


\jut 


Supplemental 
MS0-9/E 

B-048/C 
Other 
MSO-9  0/C 

B-77/C 


m 


Wildlife  values  should  be  given  special  atten- 
tion in  preparation  of  a  management  plan. 

Deer,  elk,  grouse  in  this  area. 


(Area  contains)  examples  of  naturalness, 
uncompromised  beauty,  solitude,  and  primitive 
recreation. 

The  Ruby  Mountain  area  has  some  potential  for 
wilderness  but  should  be  carefully  studied  as 
much  of  the  area  on  east  and  south  of  the 
mountains  is  used  for  grazing  livestock. 


^ 
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GENERAL  OPINIONS 
Decision-related 


B-035/I**      We  request  that  no  land  withdrawals  be  initiated 

which  would  interfere  with  our  continued  access 
to  this  mineralized  area. 


I 
I 

! 

I 
I 
I 


B-052/E        The  Black  Mountains  area  is  essentially  an  entire 

mountain  range  and  it  would  seem  that  to  divide 
that  entire  mountain  range  or  not  give  a  "entire 
mountain  range"  wilderness  consideration  would 
not  be  rational  thinking. 

B-070/C        There  are  some  small  areas  that  could  be  set 

aside  in  this  unit — Ashbough  Canyon,  Irishman's 
Hole. 

B-10  8/C        In  my  opinion,  it  would  be  foolish  to  even  think 

of  it  as  wilderness  since  there  are  already 
millions  of  acres  in  Montana  alone  which  are 
wilderness  areas. 

B-86/C         I  am  opposed  to  the  consideration  of  this  unit       I 

since  it  is  valuable  for  livestock  grazing,  has 
logging  possibilities,  and  has  very  definite 
possibilities  for  oil  production.  ■ 

B-074/C        I  presume  this  wilderness  study  area  was 

considered  solely  because  it  is  larger  than 
5,000  acres  of  BLM  land  since  it  is  not  roadless 
by  any  means  and  offers  little  of  that  wilderness 
characteristic  called  solitude.   The  traffic 
through  this  area  any  day  of  hunting  season  on 
the  roads  I  mention  would  rival  that  through  the 
Bureau  of  Land  Management  parking  lot  at  quitting 
time. 


1 

H 


B-044/R/O      This  is  definitely  an  area  that ' s  got  to  be  used 

for  multiple  use.   The  way  we  are  using  it,  we 
use  it  for  one  year  and  then  stay  off  another        '-"' 
year.   Then  it  would  be  used  half,  not  even  half 
the  grass  that  is  there  so  there  is  plenty  for 
the  game,  and  it  is  a  very  good  area  for  hunting.    ^^. 
I  can  see  no  reason  to  be  in  there  to  make  this 
into  a  wilderness  area  because  it  would  continue    || 
to  work  it  this  way.   All  we  want  to  do  is  take     g 
some  and  leave  some  for  the  game  or  whatever. 

I 
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GENERAL  OPINIONS  (CONT.) 

Decision-related  (cont.) 

B-044/R/O      The  elk  come  in  there;  the  Fish  and  Game  have  an 
(cont.)        elk  refuge  below  us.   They  say  not  on  this  land 
but  on  our  private  land  right  across  from  us. 
Ranchers  are  a  very  different  sort  of  people. 
If  we  wanted  to  get  on  it,  we  could  go  up  there 
tomorrow.   We  could  see  thousands  of  elk  on  our 
deeded  land  and  Fish  and  Game  land  would  be  naked 
of  elk.   From  this  whole  picture,  a  rancher  goes 
on  and  he  doesn't  pay  that  much  attention  to  it. 
Like  at  this  meeting,  there  should  be  50  ranchers 
here,  but  there  ... (are) .. .very  few.   Ranchers 
don't  make  big  issues  out  of  things.   But  this 
^  particular  allotment  in  the  Blacktails  is  beautiful 

grass  country.   We're  not  asking  for  it  all, 
there's  plenty  for  elk. 

■"     B-76/C         If  any  area  in  the  local  BLM  area  has  more 

wilderness  character  than  the  others  it  would  be 
this  Blacktail  Mountains  area.   It  is  more 

^  sparsely  roaded,  has  fewer  developments,  and 

probably  fewer  signs  of  man's  interference. 
However,  I  still  do  not  feel  that  it  adequately 
fulfills  the  intent  of  the  Wilderness  Act  to  be 
designated  wilderness.   Wilderness  management 
problems  associated  with  its  choppy,  narrow, 
irregular  shape  and  the  existence  of  parcels  of 

^  land  within  it  which  aren't  BLM-administered  in 

addition  to  the  roads  and  travel  ways  and  range 
developments  probably  would  preclude  purist 
wilderness. 

MSO-80/I**     The  irregular  shape  of  the  southern  area  in  lOS- 

8W,  Sec.  17,  18,  19,  20,  and  29  (approximately 
1400  acres)  does  not  lend  itself  to  solitude  or 
a  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  because  of 
proximity  to  jeep  trails,  cattle  grazing,  and 
narrowness  (1/4  mile)  of  the  parcel,  and  should 
be  dropped  from  further  study  as  a  wilderness  study 
area. 


I 


I 
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GENERAL  OPINIONS  (CONT.) 


Other 


B-IOO/R 


MS0-9/E 


B-76/C 


B-108/C 


B-45/C 


Our  allotment  of  BLM  lands  which  is  under  an 
Allotment  Management  Plan,  is  mostly  intermingled 
with  our  private  lands  and  two  sections  of  state 
lands.   We  have  spent  three  generations  building 
up  our  family  ranch  operation,  not  in  numbers 
necessarily,  but  in  quality,  and  these  lands, 
BLM,  private,  and  state,  have  been  utilized  we 
think  in  the  best  possible  way  to  earn  us  a 
respectable  living.   We  feel  the  lands  outside 
the  steep  timbered  side  of  Area  002  facing  the 
Blacktail  Road  should  be  returned  to  the  multiple 
use  concept,  where  all  aspects  get  a  fair  shake. 
Wildlife,  mining,  timber,  hunting,  and  livestock 
grazing  all  play  an  important  part  in  this  area. 
If  all  of  Area  002  becomes  a  roadless  wilderness 
it  can  only  create  undue  hardship  for  us  and 
other  ranchers  of  the  area. 

It  would  be  important  to  know  if  the  big  game 
animals  in  this  unit  use  the  winter  range  managed 
by  Montana  Fish,  Wildlife,  and  Parks  Department. 

The  area  has  significant  grazing  and  timber 
resources  which  should  be  developed  to  help  our 

economy If  the  area  is  to  be  managed  largely 

for  recreation  of  a  more  primitive  type,  res- 
tricting reading,  mining,  tree  cutting,  etc.,  I 
would  not  be  adverse  to  that  management  goal. 
However,  I  feel  that  grazing  at  present  levels 
should  be  allowed  to  continue  and  that  the  present 
roads  should  be  kept  open  to  gain  access  to  the 
interior  of  the  unit  for  the  camper  who  does  not 
wish  to  camp  out  of  a  backpack.   The  area  is 
recreation-desirable  because  it  is  very  close  to 
a  fairly  large  populated  user  are^  and  could 
provide  a  wide  spectriim  of  recreational  opportuni- 
ties from  very  primitive  to  improved  campgrounds. 

I  feel  that  more  studying  was  done  at  the  desk 
than  in  the  field  while  considering  this  for 
wilderness. .. .If  these  areas  are  turned  into 
wilderness  you  will  be  proud  to  remember  that 
you  put  several  ranchers  into  ruin  as  well  as  a 
score  of  people  out  of  work.  •  . 

I  think  this  should  be  put  in  a  grazing  area  and 
I  would  like  to  know  what  will  happen  to  this 
land  if  it  is  put  in  a  wilderness. 


i 
f 
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GENERAL  OPINIONS  (CONT.) 
Other  (Cont.) 


"~       B-109/C        We  need  this  land  for  livestock  grazing  and 
'^  timber  harvest  as  well  as  other  multiple  use. 

'      SIZE-  AND/OR  BOUNDARY-RELATED  COMMENTS 

B-76/C         The  actual  acreage  is  sufficient  to  make  the 

wilderness  criteria,  but  a  closer  look  reveals 

I*"  a  very  strung  out  and  narrow  unit  which  is  broken 

up  in  its  only  sizeable  portion  by  a  section  of 
state  land.   There  are  also  some  portions  of 
private  land  within  the  boundary.   The  choppy, 
irregular  boundaries  of  the  area  would  make  it 

11  a  management  headache  as  a  wilderness  area. . . . 

in  especially  since  much  of  the  area  can  be  covered 

by  off-road  vehicles.   Policing  vehicle  closure 
during  hunting  season  will  be  impossible. 

^       B-55/C         It  is  very  small  for  wilderness,  and  it  would 

appear  that  the  acreage  is  overstated. 

^       MS0-9/E        You  should  explore  the  possibility  of  adding 

Unit  003  to  002.   Wildlife  and  recreation  oppor- 
tunities are  the  same  and  would  be  more  adaptable 
to  wilderness  if  they  were  considered  as  a  single 
unit. 

B-052/E        The  areas  that  are  involved  in  elk  calving  are 

near  Area  003.   I  think  this  is  probably  an 
additional  reason  why  these  two  areas  might  be 
considered  as  one  unit. 

B-97/C         Contiguous,  I  believe,  to  present  U.S.F.S, 

Wilderness  Study  Areas. 

PRIVATE  LAND 

MSO-101/I**    Wilderness  areas  should  not  include  state  or  fee 

lands  (i.e.  this  area). 

B-IOO/R        These  two  designated  wilderness  areas  (002  &  003) 

encompass  some  of  our  deeded  lands  and  640  acres 
of  leased  state  lands.   These  encompassed  deeded 
and  state  lands  are  very  key  water  areas ... .Also, 
these  two  wilderness  study  areas  aliaost  totally 
surround  our  upper  Jake  Canyon  lands ,  our  Rye 
Patch  lands,  and  Sec.  36  of  state  lands  which  we 
also  have  leased. 


s 


38 


Q 


002  -  BLACKTAIL  MOUNTAINS 


PRIVATE  LAND  (CONT.) 

B-76/C         Private  land  inside  the  area  should  not  have  their 

access  curtailed  by  road  closure. 

PHYSICAL  DEVELOPrffiNTS 

Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 

B-76/C         Several  roads  enter  the  unit  for  short  distances 

to  cabins  in  the  unit.   I  have  not  seen  the  roads, 
but  they  do  appear  on  the  BLM  map  and  so  I  have 
to  assume  that  they  are,  indeed,  roads.... 
Vehicular  ways  within  the  unit  are  minimal,  but 
most  should  be  classified  as  roads  and  they  cer- 
tainly break  up  the  continuity  of  the  roadless 
area.   One  goes  to  the  center  of  the  largest 
continuous  parcel  of  land. 

MSO-80/I**     Lands  added  in  10S-8W,  Sec.  8  E%  SW,  Sec.  17 

NW%  and  Sec.  18  NE% ,  SE/NW,  NE/SW,  and  NW/SE  did 
not  appear  on  the  Montana  1:500,000  initial 
inventory  map.   There  is  a  jeep  trail  on  approxi- 
mately 3/4  mile  of  this  acreage, 

B-IOO/R        Maintained  roads. 


are  roads  we  use  to  maintain  water  holes  and 
scatter  salt  when  need  be. 

B-074/C        The  most  prominent  road  within  your  'roadless' 

area  is  the  one  which  traverses  the  diagonal  of 
Sec.  17  &  9 ,  then  crosses  south  through  Sec.  10 
&  15  and  southwest  across  Sec.  22  &  21.   This 
road  is  well  known  to  literally  hundreds  of 
hunters  familiar  with  the  area  and  can  be  traveled 
with  any  two  wheel  pickup  most  of  the  year.   I 
have  done  or  have  contracted  mechanical  maintenance 
on  this  road  in  recent  years  on  two  occasions  that 
I  can  readily  date  or  document ....  There  is  another 
road  in  this  roadless  designation  that  dates  back 
to  my  father's  operation  of  the  ranch  and  is 
evidenced  by  a  very  conspicuous  road  cut  into  a 
sidehill  through  a  timbered  slope  in  the  northeast 
quadrant  of  Sec.  3  and  crosses  Little  Elk  Creek, 
joining  the  road  in  Sec.  10.     , 


I 

9 

I 
I 


I 

3 
1 

B-0  56/RI       There  is  a  trail  that  goes  to  the  head  of  Ashbough     ^ 

Canyon  and  another  through  Sheep  Canyon.   These        ■' 
are  roads  we  use  to  maintain  water  hnles  and  " 


i 
I 


I 
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PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS  (CONT.) 


Fences 


B-IOO/R        Fence  maintenance. 
Itiv  Reservoirs  and  Stock  Watering  Devices 

B-IOO/R        Water  developments. 


km 


i 


I 


^ 


B-074/C        A  spring  development  should  be  on  BLM  records 

since  it  was  part  of  the  Sweetwater  Allotment 
Management  Plan  written  by  Oscar  Anderson  and 
dated  August  8,  1966.   This  was  one  of  four 
springs  selected  by  Mr.  Anderson  on  this  allot- 
ment for  development  and  has  been  the  best  of 
those  sites  as  far  as  perfoirmance  is  concerned. 

Fixed  Site  Facilities 

B-IOO/R        Camps. 

B-76/C         Permanent  buildings  which  have  been  abandoned 

are  associated  with  mineral  exploration. 

Minerals. 

B-55/C         Contains  the  Silver  Queen  Mine  which  is  presently 

being  considered  for  patent. 


B-035/I**      Occidental  Minerals  Corporation  is  currently 

investigating  possible  commercial  occurrences  of 
silver  in  Sec.  7,  8,  16,  17,  18,  20,  21,  22,  26, 
27,  35,  &  36,  all  in  TlOS,  R7W,  and  in  adjoining 
Sec.  1  &  12  of  TlOS,  R8W.   Mineral  claims  located 
in  these  sections  parallel  a  large  regional  fault 
zone  on  the  northeast  flank  of  Blacktail  Ridge, 
which  is  known  to  be  mineralized.   We  are  now  in 
the  process  of  drilling  a  700-800'  mineral  test 
hole  in  Sec.  17.   Silver  mineralization  in  the 
Blacktail  Ridge  area  has  been  reconized  since  1908 
when  about  1200  tons  of  ore  were  shipped  to  a 
smelter.   A  tunnel  to  test  the  ore  was  driven 

^  600'  in  1966,  and  a  second  tunnel  in  1968  was 

driven  about  1800'.   Many  samples  taken  from  the 
tunnels  proved  that  valuable  concentrations  of 

jJM  silver  occur  in  the  Blacktail  Ridge  area.   Reno- 

vation and  retimbering  of  the  latter  tunnel  was 
occur ing  as  recently  as  1976. 
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PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS  (CONT.) 

Minerals  (Cont.) 

B-76/C 

Mining  claims  in  the  Jake  Canyon  area  indicate 
some  mineral  value. 

MSO-75/I 

Potential  for  oil  and  gas. 

B-76/C 

More  studies  should  be  done  to  find  out  of  any 
economical  mineral  deposits,  especially  oil  and 
gas. 

I 

Grazing 

■ 

B-108/C 

Used  extensively  for  livestock  production. 

1 

B-55/C 

The  area  is  extensively  used  for  grazing. 

B-056/RI 

It  is  mainly  a  grazing  area  and  used  for  the 
production  of  livestock. 

n 

B-112/RI 

Any  wilderness  area  approved  should  leave  open 
to  ranchers  his  normal  travel  to  successfully 
operate  his  livestock  operation. 

B-76/C 

Fencing  and  spring  developments  show  presence 
of  man's  interaction  with  the  environment  with 
respect  to  grazing. 

* 

Timber 

B-76/C 

Timber  harvesting  has  occurred  in  association 
with  homesteading  of  adjacent  areas  and  mining 
claims  and  explorations. 

■  ' 

B-108/C 

Used  extensively  for  timber  harvest. 

B-55/C 

There  are  known  timber  resources  which  are 
presently  threatened  by  the  spruce  beetle  and 
should  be  removed  before  the  insect  gets  out  of 
hand .             .            •  ■ 

i 

Recreation 

^B 

B-112/RI 

Heavily  hunted. 

^H 
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WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 


MSO-90/C       Naturalness, 


MS0-2/C        Significant  wildland  resources  and  little  impact 

by  prior  use. 

B-76/C         This  area  is  not  suitable  for  wilderness. 

Numerous  fences,  vehicle  ways,  stock  salt  and 
spring  developments  destroy  the  naturalness  of 
the  area. 

Opportunities  for  Solitude 

MSO-90/C  Solitude. 

Opportunities  for  Primitive  Recreation 

MSO-90/C  Outstanding  primitive  recreation, 

B-052/E        There  certainly  is  adequate  area  for  wilderness 

hiking  and  camping. 

MS0-9/E        Unit  002  offers  outstanding  opportunities  for 

wilderness  experiences  including  quality  hunting. 

B-052/E        There  is  at  this  present  time  minimal  recreation 

availability  within  this  unit. 

B-056/RI       It  would  be  very  limited  for  recreation  because 

of  lack  of lakes,  fishing  streams,  and  not  over 
an  abundance  of  fantastic  scenery.   There  is  a 
limited  amount  of  hunting  for  30  days  each  fall 
and  the  public  already  has  this  without  it  being 
a  wilderness  area. 

Supplemental 

l»      MSO-90/C       Examples  of  uncompromised  beauty. 

B-052/E        Area  002  is  a  very  important  elk  calving  ground. 

B-IOO/R        The  steep  timbered  side  of  Area  002  facing  the 
**  Blacktail  Road  is  very  suitable  for  wildlife. 

Its  real  value  lies  as  a  shelter  and  habitat  for 
the  deer  and  elk,  especially  during  hunting 
y  season.   In  our  eyes,  this  part  of  the  area  is 

wilderness  and  always  will  be. 
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WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS  (CONT . ) 


B-76/C         No  unique  features  and  little  to  make  it 

attractive  for  primitive  recreation  as  there 
is  little  palatable  water  in  much  of  the  area. 

Potential  to  Revert  to  Natural  Condition 

B-056/RI       Since  we  have  taken  over  the  ranch  we  have  let 

many  of  the  trails  go  back  to  grass. 


§ 


Supplemental  (Cont.)  I 
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GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-related 


I 


Ut 
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B-070/C        A  small  area  around  Retort  Mountain  would  fit. 

B-IOO/R        Blacktail  Mountains  West,  comprising  approximately 

2130  acres,  is  not  a  valid  wilderness.  We  don't 
see  how  it  can  be  contiguous  or  a  part  of  the 
Blacktail  Mountain  #002  when  our  1.25  miles  of 
access  road  into  the  Rye  Patch  lands  clearly 
divides  them  as  shown  on  the  enclosed  map.  Our 
deeded,  state,  and  BLM  lands  are  well-roaded,  we 
think,  and  they  serve  our  needs  well.   Much  time 
and  effort  and  expense  and  many  days  and  hours 
have  been  put  into  our  roads.   The  BLM  lands 
therefore  are  not  totally  roadless  as  the  public 
is  led  to  believe. 

B-108/C        In  my  opinion,  it  would  be  foolish  to  even  think 

of  it  as  wilderness  since  there  are  already 
millions  of  acres  in  Montana  alone  which  are 
wilderness  areas. 

B-86/C         I  am  particularly  opposed  to  the  consideration 

of  this  unit  since  it  is  valuable  for  livestock 
grazing,  has  logging  possibilities,  and  has  very 
definite  possibilities  for  oil  production. 

B-044/R/O      This  is  definitely  an  area  that's  got  to  be  used 

for  multiple  use.   The  way  we  are  using  it,  we 
use  it  for  one  year  and  then  stay  off  another 
year.   Then  it  would  be  used  half,  not  even  half 
the  grass  that  is  there  so  there  is  plenty  for 
the  game,  and  it  is  a  very  good  area  for  hunting. 
I  can  see  no  reason  to  be  in  there  to  make  this 
into  a  wilderness  area  because  it  would  continue 
to  work  it  this  way.   All  we  want  to  do  is  take 
some  and  leave  some  for  the  game  or  whatever. . . . 
The  elk  come  in  there;  the  Fish  and  Game  have  an 
elk  refuge  below  us.   They  say  not  on  this  land 
but  on  our  private  land  right  across  from  us. 
Ranchers  are  a  very  different  sort  of  people.  If 
we  wanted  to  get  on  it,  we  could  go  up  there 
tomorrow.   We  could  see  thousands  of  elk  on  our 
deeded  land  and  Fish  and  Game  land  would  be  naked 
of  elk.   From  this  whole  picture,  a  rancher  goes 
on  and  he  doesn't  pay  that  much  attention  to  it. 
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B-044/R/O      Like  at  this  meeting ,  there  should  be  fifty  ^ 

(cont.)        ranchers  here,  but  there  is  a  very  few.  Ranchers  II 

don't  make  big  issues  out  of  things.   But  this  **• 
particular  allotment  in  the  Blacktails  is 

beautiful  grass  country.   We're  not  asking  for  1 

it  all,  there's  plenty  for  elk.  ij 

B-45/C         I  think  this  should  be  put  in  a  grazing  area  and     n 

I  would  like  to  know  what  will  happen  to  this 
land  if  it  is  put  in  a  wilderness. 


B-108/C 


SIZE-  AND/OR  BOUNDARY- RELATED  COMMENTS 

MS0-9/E        You  should  explore  the  possibility  of  adding 

Unit  003  to  002.   Wildlife  and  recreation  oppor- 
tunities are  the  same  and  would  be  more  adaptable 
to  wilderness  if  they  were  considered  as  a  single 
unit. 


I 


I  feel  that  more  studying  was  done  at  the  desk  W 

than  in  the  field  while  considering  this  for  * 

wilderness If  these  areas  are  turned  into 

wilderness  you  will  be  proud  to  remember  that  || 

you  put  several  ranchers  into  ruin  as  well  as  ^ 
a   score  of  people  out  of  work. 

B-109/C        We  need  this  land  for  livestock  grazing  and         W 

timber  harvest  as  well  as  other  multiple  use. 

B-IOO/R        Our  allotment  of  BLM  lands  which  is  under  an  I 

Allotment  Management  Plan  is  mostly  intermingled  ■ 
with  our  private  lands  and  two  sections  of  state 

lands.   We  have  spent  three  generations  building  H 

up  our  family  ranch  operation,  not  in  numbers  wi 
necessarily,  but  in  quality,  and  these  lands, 
BLM,  private,  and  state,  have  been  utilized  we 

think  in  the  best  possible  way  to  earn  us  a  .m 

respectable  living.  ■* 


I 
I 

B-052/E        We  would  urge  you  to  consider  002  and  003  as  one 

unit.... This  inventory  unit  is  only  2,130  acres, 
however  if  it  is  taken  in  conjunction  with  the       I 
contiguous  Unit  #002,  then  an  area  of  sufficient     " 
size  is  probably  available. 

I 
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^       SIZE-  AND/OR  BOUNDARY- RELATED  COMMENTS  (CONT.) 

r      B-55/C         It  is  very  small  for  wilderness,  and  it  would 
^  appear  that  the  acreage  is  overstated. 

B-IOO/R        This  area  is  under  5,000  acres. 

B-9  7/C         Contiguous,  I  believe,  to  present  U.S.F.S. 

Wilderness  Study  Areas. 


c 


PRIVATE  LAND 

B-IOO/R        These  two  designated  wilderness  areas  (#002  and 

#003)  encompass  some  of  our  deeded  lands  and 
640  acres  of  leased  state  lands.   These  encom- 
passed deeded  and  state  lands  are  very  key  water 
areas. .. .Also,  these  two  wilderness  study  areas 
almost  totally  surround  our  upper  Jake  Canyon 
lands,  our  Rye  Patch  lands,  and  Sec.  36  of  state 
lands  which  we  also  have  leased. 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 

Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 

B-056/RI       The  road  (back  side  of  Gallagher  Mountain)  is 

used  all  summer  and  fall  by  us  and  also  by  the 
public. ... (and)  is  maintained  by  us  whenever  the 
need  be. 

B-IOO/R        Maintained  roads. 

B-IOO/R        We  have  improved  and  maintained  road  work  in 

seven  different  sections  of  BLM  lands — Sec.  13 
and  2  4  for  the  Sheep  Canyon  and  Rye  Patch  access 
roads;  Sec.  30,  31,  5,  and  6  for  the  Four  Lakes 
Camp  (deeded) ,  the  32  Camp  (state)  and  the 
Henneberry  Camp  (BLM)  and  Sec.  8  for  the  Jake 
Canyon  Camp  (deeded) .   We  maintain  these  roads 
annually  by  use  of  tractor,  crawler,  and  niimerous 
hand  tools ... .1 . 25  miles  of  road  is  well  maintained 
and  improved  annually. 

Fences 


■■     B-IOO/R        Fence  maintenance, 
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PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS  (CONT . ) 

Reservoirs  and  Stock  Watering  Devices 
B-IOO/R        Water  developments. 
Fixed  Site  Facilities 


B-IOO/R 

Minerals 
B-55/C 

B-052/E 

MSO-75/I 

Grazing 

B-108/C 

B-55/C 

B-056/RI 

Tiinber 

B-108/C 

B-55/C 


Camps , 


Contains  the  Silver  Queen  Mine  which  is  presently- 
being  considered  for  patent. 

We  are  concerned  about  the  four  oil  and  gas 
leases  on  this  unit. 

Potential  for  oil  and  gas. 


Used  extensively  for  livestock  production. 

The  area  is  extensively  used  for  grazing. 

It  is  mainly  a  grazing  area  and  used  for  the 
production  of  livestock. 

Used  extensively  for  timber  harvest. 

There  are  known  timber  resources  which  are 
presently  threatened  by  the  spruce  beetle  and 
should  be  removed  before  the  insect  gets  out  of 
hand. 


WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 
Naturalness 

MSO-9  0/C       Naturalness. 
Opportunities  for  Solitude 
MSO-9  0/C       Solitude. 


I 
I 
I 

1 

I 
I 
I 


I 
I 


I 
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WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS  (CONT.) 
Opportunities  for  Solitude  (Cont.) 


B-IOO/R 


We  do  not  agree  that  this  area  is  one  of  solitude 
and  naturalness.   Solitude  is  not  present  when 
we  are  there.   The  sheep  and  cattle  are  grazing, 
our  jeeps  and  4-wheel-drive  trucks  and  trail 
bikes  are  driving  back  and  forth  to  the  camps. 
Also,  the  noise  of  our  tractor  and  crawler  doing 
annual  road  work,  our  mowers  and  balers  putting 
up  hay  in  the  Rye  Patch  and  our  chain  saws  cutting 
timber  certainly  do  not  constitute  solitude. 

Opportunities  for  Primitive  Recreation 

MSO-9  0/C       Outstanding  primitive  recreation. 

B-056/RI       It  would  be  very  limited  to  your  recreation 

because  of  lack  of  lakes,  fishing  streams,  and 
not  over  an  abundance  of  fantastic  scenery.  There 
is  a  limited  amount  of  hunting  for  30  days  each 
fall  and  the  public  already  has  this  without  it 
being  a  wilderness  area. 

Supplemental 

MSO-90/C       Examples  of  uncompromised  beauty. 

Other 


MS0-2/C 


Significant  wildland  resources  and  little  impact 
by  prior  use. 


4S 
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GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-related 


MS0-9/E        Wilderness  and  wildlife  values  in  Unit  004  are  of 

sufficient  significance  to  support  extensive  study 
prior  to  allocation. 

B-65/I**       We  request  that  you  withdraw  the  43,060  acres  included 

in  MT-076-114  from  any  consideration  of  wilderness 
area. 

MS0-2/C        It  can  readily  be  determined  that  the  highest  and 

best  use  here  is  not  wilderness,  therefore  this  area 
should  not  be  carried  forward. 

B-64/RI        We  strongly  oppose  this  as  being  named  a  study  for 
wilderness  and  ask  that  it  be  withdrawn. 

B-108/C        In  my  opinion,  it  would  be  foolish  to  even  think  of 

it  as  wilderness  since  there  are  already  millions 
of  acres  in  Montana  alone  which  are  wilderness  areas 

It  is  simply  outrageous  that  this  area  was  even 

considered  for  wilderness. 

B-86/C         I  am  particularly  opposed  to  the  consideration  of  this 

unit  since  it  is  valuable  for  livestock  grazing. 

MSO-100/E      I  recommend  that  the  unit  be  dropped  from  the  inten- 
sive inventory  because  of  developments  associated 
with  intensive  grazing. 

MSO-80/I**     There  is  an  abundance  of  roads,  fences,  powerlines 

and  other  man-made  impacts  in  this  unit  especially 
on  the  northern  part.   Along  with  these  impacts 
are  15  grazing  allotments  which  altogether  would 
quite  obviously  detract  from  solitude  and  a  primitive 
type  experience.   The  entire  unit  should  be  withdrawn 
from  further  study  as  a  W.S.A. 

B-78/C         Due  to  the  presence  of  roads,  buildings,  private  land, 

water  improvements  on  grazing  land,  power  lines  and 
evidence  of  logging  within  the  boundaries  of  this 
area  I  do  not  believe  this  constitutes  a  roadless, 
natural  unit  suitable  for  wilderness  designation. 


I 
I 

M 


I 


I 


I 
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GENERAL  OPINIONS 

Decision-related  (Cont.) 

MSO-69/C       If  theBLM  and  the  State  would  look  at  Clark  Canyon 

in  a  different  way,  besides  wilderness,  I  think 
more  people  would  benefit  by  leaving  it  alone.... 
No  one  benefits  but  the  rich,  who  can  afford  to  take 
a  month  off  in  the  fall,  hire  a  guide  and  pack  string, 
and  go  to  the  hills  to  hunt  trophys. 

Other 

MSO-100/E      Area  is  very  important  as  wildlife  habitat  and  must 

be  carefully  managed. 

B-76/C         The  southern  end  of  the  study  unit  shows  many  roads 

on  the  BLM  map.   I  would  think  that  if  these  roads 
were  distinct  enough  to  put  on  the  map  that  they 
would  be  considered  to  be  roads.   Putting  them  on 
the  map  apparently  means  that  the  agency  condones 
or  encourages  their  use.   So  why  try  to  give  wilder- 
ness designation  to  an  area  which  the  agency  itself 
admits  to  be  roaded  by  their  mapping??!! 

B-65/I**       There  are  adjoining  our  leases,  state  lands  which 

have  brought  a  very  high  lease  bonus  in  recent  state 
oil  and  gas  lease  auctions  held  in  Helena,  Montana. 
These  lands,  of  course,  are  not  subject  to  federal 
regulations  concerning  in  federal  wilderness  planning 
and  it  would  be  extremely  discriminatory  to  us  should 
production  be  found  on  the  state  leases  and  the  fed- 
eral leases  held  by  us  not  available  to  us  for 
development. 

MSO-69/C       It  also  would  not  make  much  sense  to  have  one  section 

of  ground  logged  off,  and  the  adjoining  section  a 
wilderness. 

B-109/C        We  need  this  land  for  livestock  grazing  and  timber 

harvest  as  well  as  other  multiple  use. 

B-10  8/C        I  feel  that  more  studying  was  done  at  the  desk  than 

in  the  field  while  considering  this  for  wilderness 
....If  these  areas  are  turned  into  wilderness  you 
will  be  proud  to  remember  that  you  put  several  ranchers 
into  ruin  as  well  as  a  score  of  people  out  of  work. 


so 
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SIZE-  and/or  BOUNDARY- RELATED  COMMENTS 


B-6  5/I**       There  are  a  considerable  number  of  roads  that  cross 

almost  all  our  oil  and  gas  leases. 


I 


I 


B-55/C         The  area  would  certainly  lack  proper  configuration, 

particularly  if  access  were  provided  for  the  included 
private  property. 

'  i 
MSO-101/I**     This  area  is  one  which  either  displays  unacceptable    ^ 

irregular  outlines  or  is  too  small  to  comply  with 

the  intent  of  Congress.  m 


I 


I 


B-76/C         Farlin  Creek  is  much  too  small  to  qualify  for  wild- 
erness designation  and  to  qualify  it  by  attaching  it 
to  a  RARE  II  area  is  unqualified.   This  first  assumes 
that  the  adjacent  area  will  be  made  wilderness. 
This  might  not  come  to  pass.   Secondly,  it  assumes 
that  the  agency  next  door  would  want  to  accomodate     n 
the  study  unit.   In  the  case  of  Farlin  Creek,  the      y 
attachment  of  the  unit  to  the  larger  RARE  II  area 
would  create  a  very  irregular  boundary  which  would     _ 
be  difficult  to  enforce. ... (and)  lead  to  nothing       M 
but  jurisdictional  headaches.   A  talk  with  the         ^ 
state  forester  reveals  that  the  state  intends  to 
manage  its  land  for  a  monetary  return  to  the  school    ,1 
system  and  so  the  parcels  of  state  land  inside  unit    wi 
boundaries  will  not  be  managed  as  wilderness  unless 
a  trade  can  be  made  to  get  rid  of  the  state  owner- 
ship.  Size  figures  can  be  deceiving. 

PRIVATE  LAND 

B-76/C         The  area  is  both  strung  out  and  broken  up  with  parcels 

of  public  (.state)  land  and  private  land  inside  the 
boundaries ... .Private  land  in  the  area... have  prior 
rights  to  access  over  the  BLM. 

MSO-101/I**     Wilderness  areas  should  not  include  state  or  fee 

lands.   (i.e.  this  area) 

B-78/C         Private  and  state  owned  land. 

PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 

Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 

B-36/C         Road  constructed  by  equipment  for  the  purpose  of       I 

hauling  timber  from  private  lands. 


w 


I 


I 
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■■  PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS   . 

Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways  (Cont.) 

B-78/C         Roads  are  in  the  area,  including  a  permanent  County- 
road  up  Sage,  through  Divide  Creek  and  down  Small 
^  Horn  Canyon. 

B-76/C         It  is  a  joke  to  designate  this  area  as  roadless. 
^  There  are  many  permanent  roads  interlaced  through 

**  the  area  and  as  they  are  largely  in  corridors  outside 

the  study  unit  boundary,  supposedly  do  not  affect 

Ethe  unit  itself.   But  the  unit  is  broken  up  in  a 
very  choppy  fashion  by  units  of  private  and  state 
land  and  by  road  corridors  and  the  affects  on  a 
narrow  wilderness  acreage  would  be  devastating  to 
^  the  wilderness  character  of  the  area. .. .Roads  and 

vehicular  ways  abounding  the  unit.   Those  which  are 
printed  on  the  BLM  map  should  be  called  roads  and 
I'm  almost  sure  that  there  are  a  multitude  of  "ways" 
which  fishnet  the  area  as  well.... Area  is  roaded  in 
conjunction  with  mining. .. .There  are  some  ways  which 
;,  probably  don't  meet  the  BLM  definition  of  roads  which 

ill  are  associated  with  mining  and  mine  exploration  in 

the  area. . . .A  fair  quality  road  which  I  consider 
to  be  maintained. .. .Road  that  is  maintained  by 
Stoltze  from  Clark  Canyon  to  the  radio  repeater  build- 
ing on  top  of  Red  Peak. 

MSO-101/I**    The  fact  that  these  roads  often  extend  through  and 

across  these  areas  suggests  that  they  play  a  larger 
role  in  rural  access  than  might  some  isolated  dead- 
end road.   Whether  or  not  maintained  by  mechanical 
means,  these  roads  may  be  essential  to  the  maintenance 
of  existing  resource  uses.   They  are  incompatible 
with  a  meaningful  interpretation  of  what  is  meant 
by  wilderness. . . .Roads  passing  through. . . (area  shown) 
...by  the  Montana  Ar4S  and  topographic  maps. 


W 


E 


B-86/C         Criss-crossed  with  roads.   One  dozer  road  in  the 

extreme  NE  of  Sec.  15  T  lOS  R  9W  and  is  used  by  ran- 
chers, hunters,  BLM  and  State  administrative  personnel 
all  spring,  summer,  and  fall.... A  dozer  road  construct- 
ed in  the  early  1900 's  and  in  the  1960 's  in  Sec.  8 
and  9,  T  lOS,  R  9W  which  could  not  be  obliterated  by 
hand  work  ^nd  are  used  spring,  summer  and  fall  by 
ranchers,  hunters,  BLM  and  State  administrative 
personnel.   One  in  particular  in  SE  Sec.  16,  T  lOS, 
R  9W  for  administrative  purposes  and  possible  logging 
uses. 
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PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 
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Roads   and  Vehicular  Ways    (Cont.)  | 

I 


B-56/RI        Road  is  used  by  us  and  the  public  throughout  the 

siommer  and  fall.   It  is  our  best  way  to  travel  back 
and  forth  through  our  pasture  country. 


MSO-69/C       I  have  re-established  old  roads  and  worked  them  over  m 

and  am  now  hauling  saw  logs  to  Stoltz  land  and        I 
lumber  and  H.  and  R.  Sawmill. 


I 
I 


B-64/RI        We  have  constructed  and  maintained  the  roads  for  the 

past  30  years. 

B-56/RI        Road.   When  need  be  we  maintain  this  road  for  our  own 

use . 

B-10  8/C        Well  maintained  roads. 

Utility  Rights  of  Way 

B-78/C         Powerlines. 

B-86/C         Power  lines. 

B-76/C         In  addition  to  the  road,  the  Red  Peak  radio  area 

contains  a  power  line. 

Fences 

B-76/C  The  area  is  fenced  throughout. 

B-108/C  Miles  and  miles  of  fencing.  y 

B-64/RI  We  have  installed  many  miles  of  fence. 

B-8  6/C  Many  fences  are  present  and  need  to  be  maintained. 

Reservoirs  and  Stock  Watering  Devices 

B-108/C  Stock  watering  tanks. 

B-64/RI  Water  developments. 

B-7  8/C  Water  improvements. 


I 


B-76/C         There  are  myriad  water  improvements  relative  to 

grazing  in  the  unit  including  spring  improvements, 
a  reservoir. 


I 
I 


53 


0  04  -  CLARK  CANYON-RED  PEAK-SPRING  GULCH 

^  PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS  (CONT.) 

Fixed  Site  Facilities 

B-86/C         Contains  radio  facilities. 

<  B-78/C         Tv;o  permanent  buildings  within  the  confines  of  the 

area. 

B-76/C         There  are  many ... (permanent)  .. .buildings  including 
ta*  ...at  least  two... on  Red  Peak  and  several  cabins  and 

sheds... The  repeater  building  is  too  important  for 

E  community  safety  and  convenience  to  be  removed  as  the 

BLM,  Forest  Service,  police,  hospital,  area  loggers, 
Montana  Power,  and  Vigilante  Electric  all  have  radios 
—  there.   The  site  is  ideal  and  other  locations  would 

downgrade  the  range  of  the  radios  involved. 

B-108/C        Cabins. 

W    B-56/RI        Culverts  installed. 


||k 
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Minerals 

B-76/C         I  assume  that  past  explorations  have  turned  up  nothing 

significant  and  that  there  isn't  much  important 
mineral  deposition  in  the  area. 

B-108/C        Mining  claims. 

B-86/C         Mining  claims  in  Sec.  20,  T.  lOS  R  9  W  with  mining 

activity  as  recent  as  1977.... A  prime  oil  exploration 
area.  . 

B-55/C         It  is  certainly  in  the  heart  of  the  considered  over- 
thrust  belt. 

B-65/I**       We  currently  have  approximately  12,000  acres  under 

present  oil  and  gas  lease  issued  by  the  BLM  located 
on  what  is  known  as  the  Red  Rock  Mountains  in  TllS 
and  R8W,  R9W,  Beaverhead  County,  Montana,  which  falls 
into  your  MT-076-004  area  on  which  we  intended  to 
explore  for  oil  and  gas  potential  within  the  primary 
term  of  our  oil  and  gas  leases. 

MSO-42/I**      Situated  in  a  highly  prospective  environment  for 

uranium  accumulation  and  (is)  the  subject  of  current 
uraniiim  reconnaissance. 

MSO-75/I       Potential  for  oil  and  gas. 
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0  04  -  CLARK  CANYON-RED  PEAK-SPRING  GULCH 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS  ( CONT . ) 


Grazing 
B-76/C 

MSO-69/C 


MS0-2/C 

B-56/RI 

B-108/C 

Timber 

B-7  8/C 

B-108/C 

B-86/C 

B-76/C 


Recreation 


MSO-69/C 


B-76/C 


It  is  mainly  a  grazing  area  and  used  for  the  produc- 
tion of  livestock. 

Used  extensively  for  livestock  production. 


There  has  been  logging  in  the  area. 

Used  extensively  for  timber  harvest. 

Contains  much  saw-log  timber. 

Lowell  Hildreth  reported  to  me  that  there  has  been 
some  logging  in  the  area  in  the  past.   I  am  not 
familiar  with  the  area,  but  assume  that  he  knows 
about  the  area  if  further  information  is  desired..., 
The  area  also  has  significant  timber  which  could  be 
harvested  with  proper  management. 


...The  canyon... is  used  by  the  hunters  in  the  fall. 
I  was  up  there  working  every  day  until  the  middle  of 
December  last  year.   Not  once  did  I  see  where  anyone 
abused  the  existing  roads  or  harmed  the  environment. 

Use  of  the  area  is  largely  associated  with  hunting. 
Because  of  the  terrain  and  cover  types,  hunting 
must  be  done  largely  on  foot  except  for  gaining 
access  to  the  area  on  the  established  roads. 


I 
I 
I 


Good  cattle  forage  and  with  the  water  improvements,    **" 
cattle  grazing  can  be  a  good  use  of  the  area. 
Overgrazing  should  not  be  allowed  to  take  place. 

w 

The  only  persons  that  even  want  anything  to  do  with 

Clark  Canyon  in  the  sunraier  is  Lowell  Hibdreths  family  ■ 

who  run  cattle  there.   Lowell  has  every  available  | 
drop  of  water,  watering  all  the  grass  possible-   He 

has  done  miracles  in  that  canyon  and  should  be  left  m 

alone,  your  studies,  I'm  sure  have  shown  that.  I 

Contains  relatively  high  concentrations  of  develop- 
ment and  intensive  grazing  use.  ? 


•aai 


I 
I 


I 
I 
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0  04  -  CLARK  CANYON-RED  PEAK-SPRING  GULCH 


Ik  WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 


Naturalness 


f 


B-76/C         All  developments  in  and  near  the  area  are  widely 

visible,  which  destroys  the  naturalness  of  the 
area. .. .There  is  a  heavily  mined  area  a  mile  to 
the  north  which  along  with  the  mine  inside  would 
screw  up  the  naturalness  of  the  area.... I  defi- 
nitely feel  that  the  area  is  not  natural  and  has 
very  little  opportunity  of  being  brought  back  to 
its  natural  state  and  feel  that  it  would  be 
undesirable  to  do  so. 

Opportunities  for  Solitude 


B-76/C         There  is  very  limited  opportunity  for  solitude. 

^  The  whole  area  lends  views  of  man-affected  land, 

fences,  cattle,  buildings,  water  developments, 
power  lines,  etc I  expect  that  opportunities 

iaf  for  solitude  would  be  disrupted  by  the  fact  that 

the  county  road  is  only  a  mile  or  so  away  and 
also  the  community  of  Polaris ... .The  openness  of 

|y  the  whole  area  detracts  from  the  chance  for 

solitude. 

Opportunities  for  Primitive  Recreation 

B-76/C         I  expect  that  opportunities  for  primitive 

recreation  would  be  disrupted  by  the  fact  that 
the  county  road  is  only  a  mile  or  so  away  and 
also  the  community  of  Polaris ... .There  is  very 
limited  opportunity  for  primitive  recreation. 
The  whole  area  lends  views  of  man-affected  land, 
fences,  cattle,  buildings,  water  developments, 
power  lines,  etc. .. .Little  recreation-type  water 
in  the  area  makes  it  useless  for  dispersed 
recreation. 

B-056/RI       It  would  be  very  limited  to  your  recreation 

because  of  lack  of  lakes,  fishing  streams,  and 
not  over  an  abundance  of  fantastic  scenery. 
There  is  a  limited  amount  of  hunting  for  30  days 
each  fall  and  the  public  already  has  this  without 
it  being  a  wilderness  area. 


m 
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004  -  CLARK  CANYON-RED  PEAK-SPRING  GULCH 


K||j|i 


WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS  (CONT.) 


Supplemental 
B-76/C 


B-065/I** 


Wildlife  use  of  the  area  appears  to  be  quite 
heavy,  however  I  do  not  see  any  enhancement  of 
the  wildlife  resource  if  wilderness  designation 
were  to  be. .. .Supplemental  values  are  few.   It 
has  a  common  grassland  ecology  which  has  been 
changed  by  sagebrush  manipulations,  cattle 
grazing,  reading,  fencing,  etc.   There  are  no 
special  geological  considerations.   Scenically, 
the  area  lends  a  spectacular  view  of  the  Hap 
Hawkins  Lake,  the  Horse  Prairie,  and  some  of 
the  Beaverhead.   But  wilderness  designation 
will  do  nothing  to  enhance  or  preserve  this 
scenery. 

The  surface  lands,  in  our  opinion,  have  no 
significant  value. 


Potential  to  Revert  to  Natural  Condition 


B-76/C 


The  possibility  of  return  to  natural  conditions 
is  very  remote;  furthermore,  it  is  not  desirable 
to  do  so. 


11 

m 

I 
I 
I 


I 
I 
I 


I 
I 
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005    -    HEIFER   CREEK  NR 


E 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-related 


E 


MS0-2/C       -It  can  readily  be  determined  that  the  highest 

and  best  use  here  is  not  wilderness;  therefore 
this  area  should  not  be  carried  forward. 

PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 
Grazing 

MS0-2/C        This  area  contains  relatively  high  concentrations 

of  development  and  intensive  grazing  use. 


ii 


I 


I 
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006  -  WHITE  HILLS  SOUTH  R 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-related 


9 

I 

I 
I 


I 
I 


MS0-9/E        Unit  006  should  be  considered  for  wilderness. 

MS0-2/C        It  can  readily  be  determined  that  the  highest  and 

best  use  here  is  not  wilderness,  therefore  this 
area  should  not  be  carried  forward. 

MSO-80/I**     The  unit  does  not  have  wilderness  potential  and 

should  be  dropped  from  the  wilderness  review  process, 
as  recommended  by  the  BLM. 

MSO-100/E      I  recommend  that  the  unit  be  dropped  from  the  inten- 
sive inventory  because  of  developments  associated 
with  intensive  grazing. 

Other 

MS0-9/E        If  it  does  not  qualify  (for  wilderness) ,  a  roadless 

management  should  be  considered  to  benefit  wildlife 
values . 

MSO-100/E      Area  is  very  important  as  wildlife  habitat  and  must 

be  very  carefully  managed. 

PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 

Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 

B-55/C         Laced  with  necessary  roads  for  management. 

B-112/RI       Numerous  roadways ... .Roads  are  used  by  Matador  Cattle 

Co.  to  maintain  fences,  water  tanks  and  water  pipelines  ^ 
and  checking  cattle  and  range  conditions.  a 

Grazing 

MS0-2/C        Contains  relatively  high  concentrations  of  develop-     ^J 

ment  and  intensive  grazing  use. 


I 
I 
I 


WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 


Opportunities  for  Solitude 


B-55/C         While  the  writer  is  not  particularly  familiar  with 

the  area,  it  would  certainly  seem  to  be  far  too  thin 
in  most  cases  for  solitude. 


I 
I 
I 


59 


Lg   006  -  WHITE  HILLS  SOUTH 


WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS  (CONT.) 

Opportunities  for  Primitive  Recreation 


B-112/RI       There  is  very  little  here  to  attract  people  other 

than  hunting - 


ttto 


Ug 


I 


I 


I 
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0  07  -  EAST  FORK-BLACKTAIL  DEER  CREEK 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision- related 


I 
I 


MS0-9/E        Unit  007  should  be  retained  in  its  present  condi- 
tion to  benefit  wildlife,  especially  goats,  and       n 
other  recreational  values.   Wilderness  classifica-    hmJ 
tion  would  achieve  these  objectives. 

MS0-2/C         (This  area  , . .  adjacent  to  the  Snowcrest  Range) ,      ■ 

does  contain  wilderness  qualities  that  demand  a 
closer  look,  therefore  should  be  carried  forward.     _ 

B-78/C         Not  compatible  with  requirements  for  Wilderness       ' 

area  as  defined  in  the  Wilderness  Act. 

B 

B-76/C         The  Fish  and  Game  Department  and  Forest  Service       y 

lands  surrounding  this  area  are  both  managed 
primarily  for  big  game  as  this  area  is  critical 
winter  range  and  calving  ground.   To  designate         i 
this  area  as  wilderness  would  preclude  manipulation 
activities  to  aid  big  game  should  it  become  necessary. 
I  feel  a  coordinated  management  by  the  three  agencies  'I 
for  big  game  management  is  the  proper  use  for  this    " 
area.   Wilderness  designation  will  not  allow  this 
to  happen  because  wilderness  precludes  too  many       ■ 
kinds  of  management  activities....!  favor  reading     | 
restrictions  to  protect  the  resources  during 
critical  seasons  of  the  year  for  vegetation  and       « 
wildlife  (calving  and  hunting  pressure)  and  a        I 
decrease  in  cattle  grazing  where  there  is  compe- 
tition for  the  forage. 

B-78/C         The  Fish  and  Game  Department  has  purchased  the  west  ^ 

side  of  this  area  as  winter  deer  and  elk  range. 
Wildlife  management  is  not  compatible  with  wilderness 
area. 


Other 

B-61/C         Wilderness  designation  not  needed  to  keep  it  the 

way  it  is. 

SIZE-  and/or  BOUNDARY- RELATED  COMMENTS 

B-76/C         The  area  of  the  inventory  unit  is  6,180  acres,  just 

a  little  over  the  minimum  size  for  wilderness 
consideration.   With  the  road  corridor  cutting  the 
unit  in  two,  I  feel  that  the  area  is  not  large 
enough  to  support  and  maintain  the  wilderness  char- 
acteristics of  naturalness  and  solitude. 


u 
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b   007  -  EAST  FORK-BLACKTAIL  DEER  CREEK 


SIZE-  and/or  BOUNDARY-RELATED  COMMENTS  (CONT.) 


B-97/C 


Contiguous,  I  believe,  to  present  USES  Wilderness 
Study  Areas. 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 


Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 


fffl 


I 


p 


I 

L 


B-76/C 

B-78/C 

B-55/C 
Fences 
B-76/C 

Minerals 
B-76/C 

Grazing 
B-78/C 
Timber 
B-76/C 

Recreation 
B-76/C 


The  area  appears  to  be  essentially  roadless  except 
for  the  road  corridor  up  the  East  Fork  which  has 
been  excluded  from  the  area. 

Road  corridor,  and  trails  divide  area  almost  in 
half. 

Laced  with  necessary  roads  for  management. 


There  is  some  fencing  in  the  area  associated  with 
grazing. 


There  is  an  oil  and  gas  lease  in  the  area  and  its 
potential  value  as  an  energy  site  should  be  kept 
open  for  development  in  the  future. 


Range  development  -  grazing  allotment,  fencing, 


The  area  also  has  significant  timber  stands  which 
could  be  harvested  to  help  our  local  and  national 
economies. 


There  is  a  large  amount  of  recreational  use  asso- 
ciated with  the  East  Fork  Blacktail  Road.   Other 
use  is  almost  exclusively  hunter  use  in  the  fall. 
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007  -  EAST  FORK-BLACKTAIL  DEER  CREEK 


WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 


Naturalness 


B-52/E 


There  is  minimal  human  activity  in  this  area. 
There  are  no  mining  claims,  no  permanent  improve- 
ments and  would  seem  to  be  an  undisturbed  area  on 
the  southeast  corner  of  the  Beaverhead  National 
Forest,  which  certainly  could  be  considered  wilder- 
ness territory. 


I 
I 
I 

I 


Opportunities  for  Solitude 


B-55/C 


While  the  writer  is  not  particularly  familiar  with 
the  areas,  they  would  certainly  seem  to  be  far 
too  thin  in  most  cases  for  solitude. 


Opportunities  for  Primitive  Recreation 


MSO-90/C 
Supplemental 
MSO-90/C 
B-76/C 


Other 


MSO-9  0/C 


Outstanding  primitive  recreation. 


Examples  of  uncompromised  beauty. 

I  see  no  evidence  of  special  characteristics  such 
as  geologic,  archaeologic ,  historic  features  in  the 
area.   There  are  probably  some  scenic  specialties 
associated  with  the  sighting  of  wildlife;  however, 
I  don't  see  any  enhancement  of  this  with  wilderness 
designation. 


Naturalness  and  solitude, 


W 


■ 
I 


I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
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00  8  -  BASIN  CREEK  NORTH 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-related 


G 


m 


MS0-9/E 

B-7  8/C 
MS0-2/C 

MSO-100/E 

B-112/RI 

Other 
MSO-100/E 

B-112/RI 


Unit  00  8  has  wildlife  values  that  can  best  be 
retained  through  wilderness  classification. 

Not  suitable  for  wilderness  designation. 

It  can  readily  be  determined  that  the  highest 
and  best  use  here  is  not  wilderness,  therefore 
this  area  should  not  be  carried  forward. 

I  recommend  that  the  unit  be  dropped  from  the 
intensive  inventory  because  of  developments  associ- 
ated with  intensive  grazing. 

I  can  see  no  real  value  here  for  (a)  wilderness 
area. 


Area  is  very  important  as  wildlife  habitat  and  must 
be  carefully  managed. 

Any  wilderness  area  approved  should  leave  open  to 
ranchers  his  normal  travel  to  successfully  operate 
his  livestock  operation. 


SIZE-  and/or  BOUNDARY- RELATED  COMMENTS 


Wm 


HR 


E 


MS0-9/E 


B-76/C 


B-115/C 


It  should  be  studied  to  determine  best  possible 
boundaries. 

...the  overall  configuration  of  the  area  will  not 
withstand  wilderness  management;  or  should  I  say 
the  management  will  not  withstand  the  configura- 
tion.  Much  of  the  area  is  a  zig-zag  ownership 
pattern  which  is  hardly  h   mile  wide  and  this  area 
extends  for  some  miles  in  length.   It  would  be 
impossible  to  maintain  wilderness  character  in  this 
snakey  area  providing  it  even  exists  at  present. 
The  bulk  of  the  acreage  is  divided  by  road  corridor, 
and  three  large  parcels  of  non-BLM  land. 

Because  of  the  irregular  shape  I  can't  see  this 
area  being. . . "Wilderness. " 
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008  -  BASIN  CREEK  NORTH 


PRIVATE  LAND 


B-115/C        Several  chunks  of  private  and  State  lands  (are) 

in  the  area  and  they  shouldn't  be  denied  access. 

MSO-101/I**    Wilderness  areas  should  not  include  state  or  fee 

lands.   (i.e.  this  area) 


B-78/C         Includes  State  land;  the  purpose  of  State  land  is 

to  produce  revenue  for  our  schools.   This  purpose 
wouldn't  be  fulfilled  in  a  Wilderness  designated 
area. 


boundaries  of  the  area 
PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 


I 

y 


! 
I 

B-78/C         The  inclusion  of  State  owned  land  within  the  g 


I 


Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways  ■ 

B-76/C         15  miles  of  reading. 

B-115/C        There  are  several  roads  into  this  area  and  also       I 

bounding  on  the  West  side. 

B-55/C         Laced  with  necessary  roads  for  management.  I 

B-78/C         Roads  in  the  area. 


I 


B-112/RI       Several  vehicle  trails  are  maintained.   Roads  are 

used  to  maintain  whatever  necessary  involved  in 
operation  of  cattle  in  the  area  and  by  hunters.        i 
Can  you  imagine  in  this  day  and  age  not  being  able    ^ 
to  use  a  ranch  pick  up  to  maintain  26  miles  of 
fence,  3  water  tanks,  2  pipelines. 

Fences  wJ 

B-76/C  26  miles  of  fencing. 

Reservoirs  and  Stock  Watering  Devices 

B-76/C         Water  developments.  I 

Fixed  Site  Facilities 

B-76/C         Building. .. .Stock  driveway. 

Minerals 

MSO-75/I       Potential  for  oil  and  gas. 


I 
I 
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008  -  BASIN  CREEK  NORTH  ■    • 

PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS  (CONT.) 

Minerals  (Cont.) 

MSO-42/I**      Situated  in  a  highly  prospective  environment  for 

uranixim  accumulation  and  (is)  the  subject  of 
current  uranium  reconnaissance. 

Grazing 

MS0-2/C        Contains  relatively  high  concentrations  of  develop- 
ment and  intensive  grazing  use. 

B-115/C        This  area  is  grazed  by  cattle  and  there  are  many 

improvements  pertaining  to  this. 

B-78/C         Range  developments. 

WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 

Opportunities  for  Solitude 

B-55/C         While  the  writer  is  not  particularly  familiar  with 

the  area,  (it)  would  certainly  seem  to  be  far  too 
thin  in  most  cases  for  solitude. 

Supplemental 

MSO-99/E       Has  been  noted  to  be  critical  to  wildlife.   If 

dropped  from  the  inventory  special  emphasis  should 
be  given  to  preserving  those  values. 
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009  -  ANTELOPE  FLAT 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-related 


I 
I 
I 
I 
1 


MS0-9/E        Unit  0  09  should  be  studied  for  recreation  and 

wildlife  values  and  wilderness  classification 
should  be  considered  as  the  best  option  for  enhanc- 
ing the  quality  of  those  values. 

MSO-100/E       I  recommend  that  the  unit  be  dropped  from  the  inten-  I 

sive  inventory  because  of  developments  associated 
with  intensive  grazing. 


MS0-2/C        It  can  readily  be  determined  that  the  highest  and 

best  use  here  is  not  wilderness,  therefore  this 
area  should  not  be  carried  forward. 

Other 


I 
I 


B-113/R        It  is  imperative  that  we  have  vehicle  access  through- N! 

out  the  properties  for  the  welfare  of  our  sheep-     ^ 
herders.   Again  it  is  a  human  requirement  as  well 
as  a  moral  and  legal  one.   If  we  were  not  to  have 
the  vehicle  access  that  we  presently  enjoy  it  would 
be  a  tremendous  hardship  economically  as  well  as 
physically. .. .The  land  is  presently  accessable  to 
the  public  at  any  time  it  wishes  to  come  on  BLM 
property,  for  hiking  and  nature  studies.   Why  then 
are  we  spending  all  these  tax  payer  dollars  at  a      ,^ 
time  when  our  federal  budget  is  in  the  deficit       J 
already  and  has  been.  Vie   should  be  looking  for       "* 
ways  to  conserve  tax  payer's  dollars,  not  spending 
them.  ■ 


I 


MSO-100/E      Area  is  very  important  as  wildlife  habitat  and  must 

be  very  carefully  managed. 

SIZE-  and/or  BOUNDARY- RELATED  COMMENTS 

B-113/R        Talk  about  Jerrymandering,  there  is  no  portion  of 

this  donut  shaped  square  that  has  a  width  greater 
■  than  two  sections.   With  all  the  outcroppings 
heading  in  every  direction  it  does  not. . .make  a 
5,000  acre  single  solid  piece  of  land. 


I 


PRIVATE  LAND 


B-113/R 


I 

Deeded  property.  H 


I 
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009  -  ANTELOPE  FLAT 


PRIVATE  LAND  (CONT.) 

MSO-101/I**    Wilderness  areas  should  not  include  state  or  fee 

lands.   (i.e.  this  area) 

PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 

Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 

B-113/R        There  exists  the  road  bed  of  an  old  county  road 

through  this  section  of  land.   This  road  is  visible 
in  Section  34,  T13S,  R8W.   An  investigation  should 
be  made  from  the  field  to  verify  its  location  with 
respect  to  this  unit's  boundary. 

B-55/C         Laced  with  necessary  roads  for  management. 


MSO-101/I**     The  fact  that  these  roads  often  extend  through  and 
IT:  across  these  areas  suggests  that  they  play  a  larger 

li  role  in  rural  access  than  might  some  isolated 

dead-end  road.   Whether  or  not  maintained  by 

E  mechanical  means,  these  roads  may  be  essential  to 

the  maintenance  of  existing  resource  uses.   They 
are  incompatible  with  a  meaningful  interpretation 
of  what  is  meant  by  wilderness ... .Roads  passing 
j  through. . . (area  shown) . . .by  the  Montana  AMS  and 

topographic  maps. 


B-113/R        Roads  going  through  this  property ...  are  used 

constantly  by  not  only  ourselves  but  the  other 
leaser,  the  Matador  Ranch. 

Fixed  Site  Facilities 

B-113/R        Lambing  shed  corrals  in  other  portions  of  our 

leased  area. 

Minerals 

MSO-42/I**      Situated  in  a  highly  prospective  environment  for 

uranium  accumulation  and  (is)  the  subject  of 
current  uranium  reconnaissance. 

MSO-75/I       Potential  for  oil  and  gas. 

Grazing 

MS0-2/C        Contains  relatively  high  concentrations  of  develop- 
ment and  intensive  grazing  use. 
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009    -    ANTELOPE    FLAT 


IS 

I 

PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS  (CONT.) 

Grazing  (Cont.)  I 


B-113/R        Presently  use  our  portion  of  this  unit  for  grazing 

livestock  as  well  as  the  lambing  operation. 

WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 

Opportunities  for  Solitude 

B-55/C         While  the  writer  is  not  particularly  familiar 

with  the  area,  it  would  certainly  seem  to  be  far 
too  thin  in  most  cases  for  solitude. 

Supplemental 

MSO-99/E       Has  been  noted  to  be  critical  to  wildlife.   If 

dropped  from  the  inventory  special  emphasis  should 
be  given  to  preserving  those  values. 


I 
I 
I 
I 


I 
I 


i 


I 
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010  -  BASIN  CREEK  SOUTH 


c 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


^     Decision-related 

MS0-2/C        It  can  readily  be  determined  that  the  highest  and 
;  best  use  here  is  not  wilderness,  therefore  this 

1^  area  should  not  be  carried  forward. 


Ik 


E 


I 
I 


MSO-IOO/E      I  recommend  that  the  unit  be  dropped  from  the  inten- 
sive inventory  because  of  developments  associated 
with  intensive  grazing. 

MSO-80/I**     The  irregular  shape  of  the  eastern  part  (13S-6W) 

is  not  wide  enough  for  solitude  or  primitive  recrea- 
tion and  should  definitely  be  dropped  from  further 
study.   The  vehicle  ways  in  13S-6W  heavily  impact 
the  southern  area,  leaving  the  remaining  acreage  of 
the  unit  too  small  for  wilderness,  therefore  the 
entire  unit  should  be  returned  to  multiple  land 
use  management. 

B-112/RI       There  is  nothing  on  this  unit  with  much  value  as 

far  as  a  wilderness  area  is  concerned. 

MS0-9/E        It  is  difficult  to  justify  wilderness  study  of  the 

long  tail  extending  to  the  east  and  north  but  if 
the  remainder  qualifies  wilderness  classification 
would  be  the  best  way  to  retain  the  wildlife  values 
and  recreational  opportunities. 

Other 


"      B-113/R        The. .. (BLM) .. .land  is  presently  accessable  to  the 
li  public  at  any  time... for  hiking  and  nature  studies. 

Why  then  are  we  spending  all  these  tax  payer  dollars 

at  a  time  when  our  federal  budget  is  in  the  deficit 
L  already  and  has  been.   We  should  be  looking  for 

ways  to  conserve  tax  payer's  dollars,  not  spending 

them. 


pjF-. 


! 

B 


MSO-IOO/E      Area  is  very  important  as  wildlife  habitat  and  must 

be  very  carefully  managed. 

SIZE-  and/or  BOUNDARY- RELATED  COMMENTS 

MSO-lOl/I**     This  area  is  one  which  either  displays  unaccep- 
table irregular  outlines  or  is  too  small  to  comply 
with  the  intent  of  Congress. 


10 


010  -  Basin  creek  south 


SIZE-  and/or  BOUNDARY-RELATED  COMMENTS  (CONT.) 


I 
I 
I 


B-113/R 


Does  not  have  the  shape  that  would  be  considered      | 
an  acceptable  5000  acres  of  useable  wilderness        * 
land  in  a  single  piece.   This  piece  stretches  11 
sections  long,  approximately  11  miles  long,  and  at 
the  most  is  1%  sections  wide,  at  the  narrowest  it      » 
is  a  quarter  section  wide.   Further,  it  has  small 
out-croppings  in  the  westerly,  southerly,  and  easterly 
directions.   These  out-croppings  and  slender  connec- 
tions make  the  border  of  this  particular  unit  look 
like  a  political  jerrymandered  district. 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 


Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 


B-112/RI 

B-55/C 

MSO-101/l** 


B-113/R 


B-112/RI 


Fences 


B-113/R 


Six  used  and  maintained  roads. 

Laced  with  necessary  roads  for  management. 

The  fact  that  these  roads  often  extend  through  and 
across  these  areas  suggests  that  they  play  a  larger 
role  in  rural  access  than  might  some  isolated 
dead-end  road.   Whether  or  not  maintained  by 
mechanical  means,  these  roads  may  be  essential  to 
the  maintenance  of  existing  resource  uses.   They 
are  incompatible  with  a  meaningful  interpretation 
of  what  is  meant  by  wilderness ... .Roads  passing 
through. . . (area  shown) . . .by  the  Montana  AMS  and 
topographic  maps. 

Numberous  roads  throughout  the  area  which  we  use 
constantly  in  the  maintenance  and  overseeing  of 
our  sheep  operation. 

Any  wilderness  area  approved  should  leave  open  to 
ranchers, . . . (their) . . .normal  traveling. . . (routes) 
. . .to  successfully  operate. . . (their) . . .livestock 
operation. 


Some  of  the  fencing... on  the  property  was  installed 
by  this  ranch  for  more  efficient  range  management. 


wL 


I 

I 

I 


Fixed  Site  Facilities 


i 

I 


B-113/R 


A  line  shack  and  a  sheepherders  camp  in  the  vicinity   yi 
of  this  unit.  " 
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I     010  -  BASIN  CREEK  SOUTH 


t 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS  (CONT.) 
'^      Minerals 

B-113/R        Entire  area  is  leased  for  gas  and  oil  exploration 

....Dozer  cutting  into  the  side  of  the  hill  for 
^  mining  exploration. 

MSO-42/I**      Situated  in  a  highly  prospective  environment  for 

uranium  accumulation  and  (is)  the  subject  of 
■^  current  uranium  reconnaissance. 

f»      MSO-75/I       Potential  for  oil  and  gas. 

Grazing 

MS0-2/C        Contains  relatively  high  conentrations  of  ' 
"  development  and  intensive  grazing  use. 

.  B-113/R        Presently  use  our  portion  of  this  unit  for  grazing 

■■  livestock. .. .The  Morning  Star  Ranch  is  primarily  a 

sheep  ranch  housing  3, 100... All  the  sheep  are 
herded  and  do  not  run  free  across  any  of  our 
ji^  property  of  the  leased  property.   Therefore,  it  is 

imperative  that  we  have  vehicle  access  throughout 

fi  these  properties  for  the  v^elfare  of  our  sheepherders. 

'"  This  is  not  only  a  hioman  requirement  but  a  moral  and 

legal  one.   If  we  were  not  to  have  the  vehicle  access 
that  we  presently  enjoy  it  would  be  a  tremendous 
hardship  economically  as  well  as  physically.   We 
^     .  run  three  bands  of  sheep  and  each  sheepherder  must 

be  checked. 

WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 

'  Opportunities  for  Solitude 

B-55/C         While  the  writer  is  not  particularly  familiar  with 

the  area,  they  would  certainly  seem  to  be  far 
too  thin  in  most  cases  for  solitude. 

Supplemental 

MSO-99/E       Has  been  noted  to  be  critical  to  wildlife.   If 

dropped  from  the  inventory  special  emphasis  should 
be  given  to  preserving  those  values. 

Other 

MS0-9/E        Its  proximity  to  other  units  may  increase 

its  wilderness  potential. 


72 

1 

1 

Oil  -  LIMA  RESERVOIR                           R 

1 

GENERAL  OPINIONS 

1 

Decision-related 

1 
1 

MS0-2/C 

It  can  readily  be  determined  that  the  highest 
and  best  use  here  is  not  wilderness,  therefore 
this  area  should  not  be  carried  forward. 

MSO-100/E 

I  recommend  that  this  unit  be  dropped  from  the 
intensive  inventory  because  of  developments 
associated  with  intensive  grazing. 

1 

MS0-9/E 

Unit  Oil  is  marginal  for  wilderness. 

■ 

PRIVATE  LAND 

B-55/C 

Large  amounts  of  private  property  within. 

- 

MSO-101/l** 

Wilderness  areas  should  not  include  state  or 
fee  lands.   (i.e.  this  area) 

1 

PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 

1 

Minerals 

m.. 

MSO-75/I 

Potential  for  oil  and  gas. 

^ 

MSO-42/I** 

Situated  in  a  highly  prospective  environment 
for  uranium  accumulation  and  (is)  the  subject 
of  current  uranium  reconnaissance. 

Ml 

MSO-101/I** 

There  is  additional  mineral  resource  potential 
in  this  area.   Surveys  already  carried  out  have 
noted  the  occurrences  of  valuable  minerals  in 
this  area. .. .Gold. 

1 

i 

Grazing 

MS0-2/C 

Contains  relatively  high  concentrations  of 
development  and  intensive  grazing  use. 

kJj 

B-112/RI 

Any  wilderness  area  approved  should  leave  open 
to  (a)  rancher  his  normal  travel  (routes)  to 
successfully  operate  his  livestock  operation. 

i 

m 

1 

E 
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Oil  -  LIMA  RESERVOIR 


WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 


^  Naturalness 

***     B-55/C         This  area  would  be  poor  wilderness.  .  .because 

there  is  actually  no  solitude.   The  entire 
area  can  be  seen  from  the  Centennial  road. 

Opportunities  for  Primitive  Recreation 

\^  B-112/RI       I  can't  imagine  why  anyone  could  receive 

enjoyment  prowling  around this. . .  (area 

_  on) . . .foot. 

'**     Supplemental 

"~    MSO-99/E       Has  been  noted  to  be  critical  to  wildlife. 
^  If  dropped  from  the  inventory  special  emphasis 

should  be  given  to  preserving  those  values. 

1^    MSO-100/E      Area  is  very  important  as  wildlife  habitat  and 

must  be  very  carefully  managed. 


1, 


I 


MS0-9/E        Should  be  managed  to  give  the  best  possible 

protection  for  its  waterfowl  and  antelope 
production  capabilities. 
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012  -  EAST  FORK  LITTLE  SHEEP  CREEK  NR 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision- related 


is  one  which  either  displays  unacceptable 
irregular  outlines  or  is  too  small  to  comply  with 
the  intent  of  Congress. 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 


Minerals 


MSO-75/I       Potential  for  oil  and  gas. 


I 


I 
t 
1 


MS0-2/C        Contiguous  to  Montana  Coalition  for  Wilderness 

RARE  II  Wilderness  Recommendations  (i.e.  Tobacco 
Root  and  Garfield  Mountains) .  These  areas 
contiguous  to  BLM  roadless  areas  have  not  been 
recommended  for  wilderness  by  Forest  Service  nor 
will  they  be  by  the  President.  However,  wilder- 
ness classification  will  be  pursued  by  conserva- 
tionists.  These  areas  therefore  should  continue 

for  intensive  inventory.  [1 

m 

SIZE-  AND/OR  BOUNDARY- RELATED  COMMENTS  M. 

MSO-101/I**    There  are  many  areas  being  considered  for  wilder- 
ness which  border  Forest  Service  land.   These  BLM  m 
areas,  in  themselves,  are  too  small  to  constitute  ||| 
a  wilderness  area,  and  it  is  not  valid  to  assume 
that,  because  they  are  bounded  by  National  Forest,  ^ 
they  need  not  encompass  5,000  acres. .. .This  area  M 


I 


MSO-101/I**    There  is  an  additional  mineral  resource  potential    ■ 

in  this  area.   Surveys  already  carried  out  have      " 
noted  the  occurrences  of  valuable  minerals  in 
this  area.  ..  .Gyp Slim. 


I 


u 


I 
I 
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k  013    -    LIMA   PEAKS  NR 


c 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 

Decisxon-related 

B-87/A         We  recommend  intensive  inventory  for  013  as  there 

is  not  access  to  this  parcel  except  across  private 
iato  land  and  the  owner  of  the  private  land  would  use 

this  as  a  private  estate. 

*■■   SIZE-  AND/OR  BOUNDARY -RELATED  COMMENTS 

MSO-101/I**    There  are  many  areas  being  considered  for  wilder- 
ness which  border  Forest  Service  land.   These  BLM 
areas,  in  themselves,  are  too  small  to  constitute 
a  wilderness  area,  and  it  is  not  valid  to  assiime 
that,  because  they  are  bounded  by  National  Forest, 
they  need  not  encompass  5,000  acres. 

PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 

Minerals 

MSO-75/I       Potential  for  oil  and  gas. 

MSO-42/I**     Situated  in  a  highly  prospective  environment  for 

uranium  accumulation  and  (is)  the  subject  of 
mt  current  uranium  reconnaissance. 

I 


14 


015  -  RED  ROCK  REFUGE  NORTH  R 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-related 


I 
I 


MS0-9/E        Unit  015  should  be  classified  wilderness  without 

further  study  since  it  is  a  continuation  of  the  n 

Red  Rocks  Reservoir  Wilderness  managed  by  the  Depart-  ^ 
ment  of  Sport  Fisheries  and  Wildlife. 

B-55/C          . . .This  is  (an)  unnecessary  appendage  on  the  already  ■ 

too  large  primitive  area  of  the  Red  Rock  Refuge.  ''■ 

It  is  therefore  opposed I  do  not  consider  the 

area  as  potential  wilderness  suitable  for  further  ^ 

study .  wl 


SIZE-  and/or  BOUNDARY-RELATED  COMMENTS 
B-61/C         Size  is  so  small. 

PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 

Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 

B-61/C         Contiguous  with  refuge  but  has  a  road  between. 


I 

t 
I 

a 


I 
f 


I 
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016  -  FISH  CREEK  M 


tow   SIZE-  AND/OR  BOUNDARY- RELATED  COMMENTS 

r"     MSO-101/I**    This  area  is  one  which  either  displays  unaccept- 
Wm  able  irregular  outlines  or  is  too  small  to  comply 

with  the  intent  of  Congress. ...  it  is  not  valid  to 
assume  that,  because. .. (it  is) .. .bounded  by 
National  Forest, ... (it) .. .need  not  encompass 
5,000  acres. 

PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 
Minerals 
MSO-75/I       Potential  for  oil  and  gas. 
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018  -  DEADMAN  CREEK  NR 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-related 


I 


MS0-2/C        Contiguous  to  Montana  Coalition  for  Wilderness 

RARE  II  wilderness  recoiranendations  (i.e.  Tobacco 
Root  and  Garfield  Mountains.   These  areas  contiguous 
to  BLM  roadless  areas  have  not  been  recommended  for 
wilderness  by  Forest  Service  nor  will  they  be  by 
the  President.   However,  wilderness  classification 
will  be  pusued  by  conservationists.   These  areas 
therefore  should  continue  for  intensive  inventory. 

MS0-9/E        Units  108  and  021  should  be  reevaluated  as  they  would 

cidd  greatly  to  the  values  in  022  and  023. 

SIZE-  and/or  BOUNDARY- RELATED  COMMENTS 

B-87/A         We  recommend. . . (this  area) . . .to  be  included  with 

022,...  023,  and  also  021.         .     ■ 

PRIVATE  LAND 

MSO-101/I**    Wilderness  areas  should  not  include  state  or  fee 

lands.   (i.e.  this  area) 

PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 

Minerals 

MSO-101/I**     There  is  additional  mineral  resource  potential  in 

this  area.   Surveys  already  carried  out  have  noted 
the  occurrences  of  valuable  minerals  in  this  area.... 
uranium,  gold. 
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019  -  MEADOW  CREEK  NR 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 

Decision-related 

MS0-2/C        Contiguous  to  Montana  Coalition  for  Wilderness 

RARE  II  wilderness  recommendations  (i.e.  Tobacco 
Root  and  Garfield  Mountains) .   These  areas 
contiguous  to  BLM  roadless  areas  have  not  been 
recommended  for  wilderness  by  the  Forest  Service 
nor  will  they  be  by  the  President.   However, 
wilderness  classification  will  be  pursued  by 
conservationists.   These  areas  therefore  should 
continue  for  intensive  inventory. 

SIZE-  AND/OR  BOUNDARY- RELATED  COMMENTS 

MSO-101/I**    There  are  many  areas  being  considered  for  wilder- 
ness which  border  Forest  Service  land.   These  BLM 
areas,  in  themselves,  are  too  small  to  constitute 
a  wilderness  area,  and  it  is  not  valid  to  assume 
that,  because  they  are  bounded  by  National  Forest, 
they  need  not  encompass  5,000  acres. 


BO 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-related 


020  -  COYOTE  LAKES  NR   I 

I 


MS0-2/C        Contiguous  to  Montana  Coalition  for  Wilderness 

RARE  II  wilderness  recommendations  (i.e.  Tobacco 
Root  and  Garfield  Mountains) .   These  areas 
contiguous  to  BLM  roadless  areas  have  not  been 
recommended  for  wilderness  by  the  Forest  Service 
nor  will  they  be  by  the  President.   However, 
wilderness  classification  will  be  pursued  by 
conservationists.   These  areas  therefore  should 
continue  for  intensive  inventory. 

SIZE-  AND/OR  BOUNDARY- RELATED  COMMENTS 

MSO-101/I**    There  are  many  areas  being  considered  for  wilder- 
ness which  border  Forest  Service  land.   These  BLM 
areas,  in  themselves,  are  too  small  to  constitute 
a  wilderness  area,  and  it  is  not  valid  to  assiome 
that,  because  they  are  bounded  by  National  Forest, 
they  need  not  encompass  5,000  acres. 
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021 


CABOOSE  CANYON 


NR 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 
Decision- related 


MS0-9/E 

Other 
MSO-10  0/E 


Units  018  and  021  should  be  reevaluated  as  they  would 
add  greatly  to  the  values  in  022  and  023. 


Management  emphasis  should  be  directed  toward  main- 
taining. ..  (wildlife)  ..  .  values  if  these  areas  are 
dropped  from  the  inventory. 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 


Minerals 


MSO-101/I** 


There  is  additional  mineral  resource  potential  in 
this  area.   Surveys  already  carried  out  have  noted 
the  occurrences  of  valuable  minerals  in  this  area.. 
uranium,  gold. 


i^iU' 


WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 


Supplemental 

MSO-100/E 

MSO-99/E 


Contains  high  wildlife  values. 

Has  been  noted  to  be  critical  to  wildlife.   If 
dropped  from  the  inventory  special  emphasis  should 
be  given  to  preserving  those  values. 


n 


022  -  HIDDEN  PASTURE  CREEK 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-related 


MS0-9/E        Unit  022  should  be  given  serious  consideration 

for  wilderness  classification. 

B-064/RI       We  asked  that. .. (this  area) .. .be  withdrawn  and 

not  considered  for  wilderness. 

Other 

MSO-100/E      Management  emphasis  should  be  directed  toward 

maintaining  these  values  if  this  area  is  dropped 
from  the  inventory . 

SIZE-  AND/OR  BOUNDARY- RELATED  COMMENTS 

B-55/C         The  area  is  quite  small. 

PRIVATE  LAND 

MSO-101/I**    Wilderness  areas  should  not  include  state  or  fee 

lands  (i.e.  this  area) . 

PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 

Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 


I 

I 
I 
1 
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1 
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B-064/RI       We  constructed  the  roads  in  Hidden  Pasture  about      m 

25  years  ago  and  have  maintained  them  for  that        fl. 
time . 

B-55/C         This  area  is  not  well  known  by  the  writer,  but        fl 

it  would  seem  there  are  too  many  necessary  roads.     ■ 

MSO-101/I**     The  fact  that  these  roads  often  extend  through        H 

and  across  these  areas  suggests  that  they  play        ^ 
ci  larger  role  in  rural  access  than  might  some 
isolated  dead-end  road.   Whether  or  not  maintained    m 
by  mechanical  means,  these  roads  may  be  essential     ■ 
to  the  maintenance  of  existing  resource  uses. 
They  are  incompatible  with  a  meaningful  interpre- 
tation of  what  is  meant  by  wilderness. .. .Roads 
passing  through  area  shown  by  the  Montana  AMS 
and  topographic  maps. 


I 


n 


B3 


b 


022  -  HIDDEN  PASTURE  CREEK 


I 


WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 


Opportunities  for  Solitude 


B-9  8/C 


It  is  not  really  that  isolated.   You  can  stand 
in  the  bottom,  see  the  road  up  the  canyon,  the 
water  measuring  device  on  Big  Sheep  Creek  and 
any  cars  in  that  area.   Is  this  an  "isolated 
wilderness  area?" 


Opportunities  for  Primitive  Recreation 


MSO-101/I** 

Supplemental 
MSO-99/E 

MS0-9/E 
MSO-100/E 


This  area  totally  lacks  any  striking  or  superior 
recreational  opportunities. 


Has  been  noted  to  be  critical  to  wildlife.   If 
dropped  from  the  inventory  special  emphasis 
should  be  given  to  preserving  those  values. 

Archaeological,  wildlife,  and  recreation  values 
are  high  and  should  be  retained. 

Contains  high  wildlife  values. 


I 
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02  3  -  EAST  MUDDY  CREEK 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-related 


MS0-9/E        Unit  023  should  be  given  serious  consideration 

for  wilderness  classification. 


I 
I 
1 
I 


B-06  4/RI       We  strongly  oppose  this  as  being  a  study  for  wilderness' 

and  ask  that  it  be  withdrawn. 

pf 

MSO-80/I**      Based  on  the  lack,  .  .naturalness  ,..  .outstanding         u.. 

opportunities  for  solitude, .. .primitive  and  unconfined 
type  of  recreation  and  the  need  for  domestic  energy,     j 
I  request  that ... (this)  unit...  be  dropped  from        A 
wilderness  review  and  returned  to  multiple  use 
management . 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 

Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 

B-64/RI        Briggs  Ranch  Inc.  has  maintained  and  serviced  several 

miles  of  road  for  the  past  thirty  years. 

B-55/C         There  are  too  many  necessary  roads. 

B-9  8/C         The  Muddy  Creek  drainage  is  accessible  in  nearly 

every  portion  by  2  and  4  wheel  drive  vehicles. 

Fences 

B-64/RI         ...Several  miles  of  fence  in  this  unit. 

WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 

Naturalness 

MSO-80/I**      The  naturalness  of  the  area  has  been  affected  pri- 
marily by  sagebrush  removal  and  land  contouring  and 
reseeding  and  not  by  nature. 

Supplemental  '  , 

MS0-9/E        Archeological,  wildlife  and  recreation  values  are 

high  and  should  be  retained. 


I 


SIZE-  and/or  BOUNDARY- RELATED  COMJ^IENTS 

B-55/C         The  areas.  ..  (is)  ..  .quite  small.  j^^ 


I 

^1 


I 


I 
I 
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024  -  CAMP  CREEK  SOUTH 


W     GENERAL  OPINIONS 


^ 


Decision-related 

MS0-9/E        Should  be  classified  wilderness. 

^        B-78/C         Not  suitable  for  wilderness  designation. 

B-76/C         If  it  can  be  managed  for  wildlife  and  livestock 

grazing  simultaneously,  i  favor  management  for 
W  these  uses  but  NOT  WILDERNESS. 

m       Other 

B-058/I**      I  am  indeed  against  keeping  cattle  from  the 
—  river,  and  against  any  areas  set  aside  along 

the  rivers.   I  have  fished  the  Big  Hole  River 
^  from  Melrose  to  Twin  Bridges  and  waded  it  most 

of  the  way.   Why  change  it?   It  works,  the 
fishing  is  fine,  the  fish  are  good  to  eat,  and 
ktt  it  is  easy  to  catch  a  limit.   You  always  boil 

the  water  to  cook  with  it  anyway.   Why  change 
it?   The  fish  have  plenty  of  food,  the  game 
^  get  along  with  the  water,  as  do  the  stock.   I 

rest  my  case.   There  is  always  plenty  of 
tularemea  in  the  rabbits  and  gophers  anyway.... 
This  is  only  covering  the  area  from  the  lower 
Nez  Perce  to  the  Butte  Highlands,  but  over  300 
million  tons  of  sulfides  are  indicated  and  tell 
'  me  how  is  any  public  comment  or  instant  study 

^  going  to  treat  such  complex  research.   Simply 

the  blind  leading  the  blind.   How  can  musicians, 
r  radio  personalities,  desk  jobbers  understand  the 

jy  years  of  sweat  and  out  of  pocket  money  on  prop- 

erty that  has  been  used  by  the  public  since  over 
§100  years.   By  my  family  since  1865  in  fact.  How 
can  geologists,  mining  engineers,  game  wardens, 
foresters,  etc.,  all  trained  personnel,  and 
prospectors  be  allowed  to  be  upset  in  their 
trained  professions  by  a  few  misguided  pie  in 
the  sky  screwball  weirdos  who  think  they  know 
something?   How  can  complete  areas  be  fouled  up, 
reserved,  set  aside,  etc.  over  the  mature  judge- 
ment of  old  time  professionals?   I  rest  my  case. 
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024  -  CAMP  CREEK  SOUTH 


PRIVATE  LAND 


MSO-101/I**    Wilderness  areas  should  not  include  state  or 

fee  lands  (i.e.  this  area). 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 


I 

I 


MSO-75/I       Would  eliminate  access  to  the  legally  reserved       il 

BN  mineral  ownership  from  the  south,  should  the      * 
unit  be  given  a  wilderness  classification. 


1 

n 


1 


Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways       •  M 

B-061/C        Rochester  Road  is  clearly  not  a  vehicle  way. 

B-76/C         One  road  in  the  area. 

MSO-75/I       A  vehicular  way.  -m 

B-55/C         Honeycombed  with  roads.       , 

B-104/R        Four  maintained  roads. 

Utility  Rights  of  Way 

B-78/C         Water  pipeline. 

Reservoirs  and  Stock  Watering  Devices 


1 

1 


B-55/C         Water  stock  improvements  are  essential  for  ^ 

range  management . 


Minerals 

B-061/C        Extensive  old  raining  disturbance, 

B-7  8/C         Mining  development. 

B-55/C         The  areas  are  highly  mineralized  and  have  seen       W 

extensive  mining. 


I 


B-015/I**  We  are  presently  conducting  a  minerals  explora- 
tion and  mining  claim  assessment  program  within 
lands  included  in  the  BLM  wilderness  study 
inventory ... .Please  note  that  we  do  not  have 
any  activities  planned  within  WSA  02  4;  however, 
we  would  request  your  acknowledgement  of  the 
mineral  potential  in  this  area  and  your  strong  ^ 
consideration  of  this  potential  in  your  final  fl 
determination  of  wilderness  areas . 


1 

1 
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024  -  CAMP  CREEK  SOUTH 

PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS  (CONT.) 

Minerals  (Cont.) 

MSO-101/I**     There  is  additional  mineral  resource  potential 

in  this  area.   Surveys  already  carried  out  have 
'  noted  the  occurrences  of  valuable  minerals  in 

**  this  area. .. .uranium,  silver,  lead. 

MSO-75/I       The  area  is  considered  to  have  potential  for 
W  base  and  precious  metals  in  Precambrian  and 

Paleozoic  rocks.... The  area  is  considered  to 
have  potential  for  uranium  in  Devonian  rocks. 


MSO-42/I**     Has  high  potential  for  base  metal  massive 
.—  sulfide  deposits. 

^^       Grazing 

B-78/C         Range  development. 

B-76/C         There  are  a  multitude  of  improvements  related 

to  grazing. 

MS0-9/E        Present  grazing  should  be  evaluated  to  determine 
p-^  its  effect  on  the  existing  mountain  sheep  popu- 

fi  lation. 

Timber 
^  B-55/C         Very  little  timber  is  available. 

^    WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 

Naturalness 

kM  B-76/C         The  most  important  contributor  to  lack  of 

naturalness  in  the  area  was  the  sagebrush  spraying 

fin  1965.   If  anyone  can... state  that  an  area 
which  was  50%  sprayed  with  an  herbicide  like 
24-D  is  essentially  natural  in  character,  then 
I  misunderstand  the  intent  of  the  Wilderness  Act 
tremendously. 

Opportunities  for  Solitude 

W      B-55/C         Owing  to  the  configuration  and  size,  one  could 

easily  stand  almost  anywhere  and  see  out  of  the 
wilderness  proposal. 


I 


ss 


025  -  SANDY  HOLLOW  ^    H 

GENERAL  OPINIONS  i^ 


I 


Decision-related 

MS0-9/E        Wilderness  should  be  an  option. 

MSO-80/I**      Based  on  the  lack  of  outstanding  opportunities        W 

for  solitude  or  a  primitive  and  unconfined  type      ^ 
of  recreation  and  the  need  for  domestic  energy, 
I  request  that  all  units  mentioned  be  dropped 
from  wilderness  review  and  returned  to  multiple 
use  management . 

MSO-75/I       It  is  recommended  that  this  roadless  area  be  M 

kept  in  the  multiple-use  classification. 

B-22/C         It  is  an  exercise  in  futility  to  designate  as         ■ 

wilderness  any  areas  with  real  oil  and  gas  " 

potential. 


j^B 


MSO-75/I       Recommendation  of  this  unit  for  wilderness  study 

will  significantly  affect  our  ability  to  manage 
these  lands  for  many  multiple  use  resources. 

Other 

B-55/C         Because  of  the  October  22,  1979  deadline  for  'I 

filing  mining  claims  on  BLM,  a  complete  assess-       ■■ 
ment  of  mining  claims  in  the  area  is  not  practical. 

SIZE-  AND/OR  BOUNDARY-RELATED  COMMENTS  *p 

B-22/C         HL  sees  some  future  management  problems  of  m 

magnitude  for  the  BLM  should  this  area  become         ra 
wilderness.   The  boundaries  are  extremely 
irregular.   It  will  require  a  transit  and  a 
section  corner  to  know  whether  you  are  in  or 
out  of  a  designated  area.   Cross  country  vehicle 
travel  is  possible  and  during  the  hunting  season 
prevalent  on  much  of  the  terrain  within  the 
designated  areas.   HL  has  seen  too  many  fellow 
citizens  in  action  to  believe  they  will  respect 
road  closures  or  wilderness  boundaries.   An  area 
must  be  physically  inaccessible  to  vehicles  or 
it  will  be  driven  upon.   These  areas  cannot  be 
easily  closed  off.   There  are  parcels  of  private 
land  in  all  four  areas  varying  from  100  to  320 
acres.   Many  additional  parcels  of  private  land 
would  be  isolated  by  the  closure  of  access  roads 
(vehicular  ways)  across  wilderness.   This  gives 


I 


1 
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025  -  SANDY  HOLLOW 


SIZE-  AND/OR  BOUNDARY-RELATED  COMMENTS  (CONT.) 

B-22/C         rise  to  legal  questions  such  as  condemnation 
(Cont.)        of  private  lands,  easement  to  private  land, 
severance  payable  for  rendering  private  land 
inaccessable,  etc.   HL  feels  the  ELM  has  the 
legal  right  to  consider  public  lands  for 
wilderness.   We  do  not  feel  the  BLM  has  the 
legal  right  to  so  consider  private  lands. 

PRIVATE  LAND 

B-55/C         Encloses  sizeable  amounts  of  private  property. 

B-22/C         If  WSA  025  and  059  become  wilderness,  it  would 

isolate  1,600  acres  of  Burlington  Northern 
lease.   This  ground  is  in  Sec.  25,  23,  &  13, 
all  in  T4S,  R8W;  and  Sec.  19  in  T4S,  R7W.  This 
could  result  in  losses  to  both  the  lessee  and 
the  lessor  and  a  possible  legal  action  against 
the  BLM. 


^       MSO-101/I**    Wilderness  areas  should  not  include  state  or 

fee  lands  (i.e.  this  area). 

Uw 

PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 
(— 
.i^  Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 

B-55/C         Crossed  by  roads. 

*»       MSO-80/I**      The  vehicle  ways  on  Ziegler  Gulch  and  Sandy 

Hollow  along  with  livestock  grazing  should  be 
taken  into  consideration  for  returning  this 

|||  unit  to  multiple  land  use. 

MSO-75/I       The  Burma  Road,  the  major  access  route  to  this 

area,  would  be  cut  by  proposed  Sec.  35,  T4S, 
R8W.   The  Sandy  Hollow  Road,  which  branches 
north  from  the  Burma  Road,  would  be  cut  at  its 
originating  point  by  proposed  Sec.  35.   The 
Sandy  Hollow  Road  is  the  closest  access  road 
to  BN  fee  Sec.  £%  23,  containing  most  of  Block 
Mountain  (columnar  basalt),  T4S,  R8W. 

B-061/C        Clearly  has  roads,  not  vehicular  ways. 


ku 
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025  -  SANDY  HOLLOW 

PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS  (CONTJ 

Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways  ( Cont . ) 


B-22/C         Each  of  the  four  areas  in  the  proposed  McCartney 

.AMP  (025,  054,  058,  059)  is  wholly  or  partially 
under  an  oil  and  gas  lease. 


I 
I 
I 


1 
1 


B-22/C         The  Sandy  Hollow  Road  (vehicular  way)  starts 

in  Sec.  35  and  proceeds  in  a  northerly  direc-         » 

tion  through  Sec.  26,  27 ,  22 ,  23 ,  15 ,  11,  &  2 ,      .  I 

all  in  T4S,  R8W....The  road  is  also  used  to 

maintain  fences  in  Sec.  14,  15,  and  22,  all 

in  T4S,  R8W.... Roads  (vehicular  ways)  identified 

in  the  specific  comments  have  received  regular 

and  continuous  use  since  circa  19  00  to  serve 

grazing  livestock  and  the  people  who  tended  them. 

It  must  be  pointed  out  that  older  roads  have 

evolved  from  single  horse  trails  to  buckboard 

roads  to  motorized  vehicle  roads.   As  a  result, 

they  are  the  easiest  routes  from  one  place  to 

another.   In  a  time  when  mechanical  means  for 

maintenance  and  improvement  were  unavailable, 

these  roads  were  placed  where  maintenance  and 

improvement  were  unnecessary.   In  managing 

McCartney  Mountain,  HL  personnel  drive  a 

motorized  vehicle  on  these  roads  or  they  ride 

a  horse  or  they  walk.   The  ranch  personnel  do 

little  cross-country  vehicular  travel,  and  it 

is  perfectly  clear  that  you  drive  on  a  road 

regardless  of  definition  and  ride  a  horse  or 

walk  elsewhere. 


1 
1 
1 
I 


Fences 

B-22/C         Restrictions  of  use  by  HL  of  the  Sandy  Hollow 

Road  would  cause  difficulties  in  maintaining 
fences. .. .Also,  the  proposed  AMP  could  include 
a  fence  near  the  eastern  boundary  of  025  in 
Sec.  14,  T4S,  R8W. 

Reservoirs  and  Stock  Watering  Devices 

B-22/C         Water  developments. 

Minerals 

B-55/C         This  area  is  highly  mineralized,  with  one  active      I 

silver  mine  on  the  fringe. 


1 
1 


I 


II  II  fiw'imm  'iifi  'ii'mi    fii1i  ■  [['■•■iili  iriiii'  '    I    W^mi  tii'iil  ■'■''■■liMiln  iirii'Mii— ■'!  T-^si^.r^-^iii'^Mk-i^a'o'.^ 


97 


t 


025  -  SANDY  HOLLOW 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS  (CONT.) 


Minerals  (Cont.) 


MSO-101/I**    There  is  additional  mineral  resource  potential 

in  this  area.   Surveys  already  carried  out  have 
^  noted  the  occurrences  of  valuable  minerals  in 

this  area. .. .gold,  silver,  lead,  zinc. 


S 


MSO-75/I       This  area  contains  Tertiary-Cretaceous  granitic 

intrusive  in  contact  with  upper  Paleozoic  and 
Mesozoic  sediments  and  a  small  unit  of  Tertiary 
volcanics . . . .Two  mines  are  located  within  BLM 
proposed  wilderness  area  in  T4S,  R8W:   the 
Hidden  Treasure  Mine  in  Sec.  9  is  a  gold  mine 
whose  status  is  currently  unknown;  the  Mueller 
Mine  in  Sec.  3  &  4  is  a  gold,  silver,  and  lead 
mine  which  has  produced  ore  by  open  pit  methods . 
The  primary  industrial  mineral  potential  of  the 
area  is  phosphate  from  the  Phosphoria  Formation. 
Secondary  potential  comes  from  the  limestone  in 
the  Madison  Formation  and  Quarternary  and 
Tertiary  sand  and  gravel ... .Potential  for 
discoveries  of  other  metallic  mineral  deposits 
has  to  be  considered  to  be  at  least  moderate. 


Grazing 


The  area  has  at  least  moderate  potential  for 
geothermal  resources. 


*■       B-22/C         Those  portions  of  025  included  within  the  boun- 
daries of  the  McCartney  Grazing  Allotment  are 
outstanding,  not  in  wilderness  potential,  but 

4i  as  a  grazing  area,  as  a  renewable  grazing  resource 

with  further  potential. ...  If  a  wilderness  is 

B  established  and  the  Grandfather  Clause  restricted, 

the  AMP  for  this  area  would  be  nullified  and 
further  use  of  the  area  for  profitable  livestock 
grazing  would  be  lost.... We  hear  environmental 
groups  (Sierra  Club)  stating  that  all  grazing 
must  cease  in  wilderness  areas.   The  handwriting 
is  on  the  wall.   In  the  not  distant  future  there 
will  be  no  grazing  in- [designated  wilderness  areas. 
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025  -  SANDY  HOLLOW 


WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 


Naturalness 


B-22/C 


The  many  livestock  facilities  in  existence.. ^ 
cannot  help  but  diminish  the  naturalness  of  this 
area,  to  reduce  the  quality  of  the  area  as  true 
wilderness. .. .Wilderness  inventory  Area  025  is 
not  roadless  according  to  use  and  naturalness 
is  somewhat  spoiled  by  fences  and  spring 
development. 


Opportunities  for  Solitude 


B-22/C 


Visual  and  audio  solitude  is  more  of  a  wishful 
thought  than  a  reality.   HL  must  question  the 
solitude  of  the  unit  under  consideration. 
Interstate  15  lies  west.  Highway  41  lies  east, 
the  county  road  from  Glen  to  Twin  Bridges  lies 
south,  and  the  county  road  from  Melrose  to 
Twin  Bridges  cuts  across  the  general  area  to 
the  north.   One  must  be  in  a  deep  hole  on  a 
windy  day  not  to  be  able  to  hear  m.otorized 
vehicles  and  mechanized  farming  activities. 
The  greater  portions  of  the  area  is  treeless, 
partially  flat  (the  exception  being  the  moun- 
tain itself) ,  and  in  general  lie  above  the 
surrounding  land  mass,  resulting  in  broad 
visual  contact  with  man's  encroachment  below. 
This  visual  and  audio  contact  make  the  area 
inferior  in  terms  of  solitude  to  most  public 
lands  located  in  Beaverhead  and  Madison 
Counties,  Montana. 


Opportunities  for  Primitive  Recreation 


B-22/C 


Supplemental 
MS0-9/E 

B-22/C 


Opportunities  for  primitive  and  unconfined 
recreation  are  nearly  entirely  absent,  certainly 
not  outstanding. . .there  is  not  a  body  of  water 
large  enough  to  sail,  float  a  boat,  or  sustain 
a  fishery  in  the  whole  area. 


Should  be  studied  for  its  wildlife  and  recrea- 
tion values. 

During  hunting  season  the  wildlife  population 
consists  of  a  few  scattered  deer  in  singles 
and  small  herds . 
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025  -  SANDY  HOLLOW 


WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS  (CONT . ) 


f       Supplemental 

MSO-75/I       It  should  be  noted  that  this  area  is  used  by 

numerous  universities  (University  of  Montana 

^  and  others)  to  train  geology  students  in  field 

mapping. .. .The  complex  structure,  wide  variety 
of  formations  and  lithologies  and  excellent 
exposure  of  the  geology  makes  this  area  ideally 

to  suited  for  the  training  of  geologists.   The 

topographic  relief  of  the  area  necessitates 
the  use  of  the  Burma  Road  and  Sandy  Hollow  Road 
for  adequate  access. 

B-55/C         Owing  to  the  lack  of  vegetation  without  adequate 
water  and  the  poor  configuration,  it  would  seem 
to  be  not  ideal  wilderness  area. 
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026  -  BELL  CANYON                            R 

1 

GENERAL  OPINIONS 

1 

1 

Decision-related 

t' 

MSO-80/I** 

Based  on  the  lack  of  outstanding  opportunities 
for  solitude  or  a  primitive  and  unconfined  type 
of  recreation  and  the  need  for  domestic  energy, 
I  request  that ... (this)  .. .unit  be  dropped  from 
wilderness  review  and  returned  to  multiple  use 
management . 

1 

B-070/C 

This  is  a  geologist's  paradise — wilderness 
designation  doesn't  make  it  any  better. 

g 

MS0-9/E 

Has  severe  wilderness  limitations  but  should 
be  studied  to  determine  the  best  allocation  in 
relation  to  contiguous  Forest  Service  lands. 

1 

SIZE-  AND/OR 

BOUNDARY-RELATED  COMMENTS 

! 

MSO-80/I**     The  powerline  and  vehicle  ways  in  the  eastern 

portion  of  this  unit  should  be  removed  from 
wilderness  study,  making  the  southern  portion 
too  irregular  for  wilderness  potential. 

PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 

t 
t 

Roads  and 

Vehicular  Ways 

^1 

B-55/C 

The  roads  are  needed. 

1 

Minerals 

B-55/C 

This  area  also  contains  known  mining  potential. 

1 

Grazing 

B-55/C 

Range  management  improvements  are  imperative  to 
utilize  the  livestock  range. 

1' 

WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 

^ 

Other 

1 

B-55/C 

Lacks  the  necessary  solidarity. 

1 

E 


I 


B 


95 


027  -  LIMEKILN  CANYON  R 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-related 


MS0-9/E        Area  should  provide  wildlife  habitat  and 

dispersed  recreation. .. .Perhaps  wilderness 
is  the  best  classification. 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 
Utility  Rights  of  Way 
MSO-80/I**      Powerlines. 
Minerals 

MSO-80/I**      Oil  and  gas  potential. 
Grazing 
MSO-80/I**     Heavily  grazed. 

WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 

Other 

B-55/C         Again,  the  Tendoy  Range  is  not  familiar  to  the 

writer,  but  the  area  seems  to  lack  the  solidarity 
of  a  wilderness,  owing  to  the  close  proximity 
of  Clark  Canyon  Dam  and  the  numerous  roads, 
trucks,  and  railroads. 
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02  8  -  HENNEBERRY  RIDGE  R 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-related 


B-004/I        It  is  our  strong  feeling  that. . .Area  028  does 

not  warrant  further  investigation  and  should  be 
immediately  placed  into  a  multi-use  category  in 
order  that  exploration  for  hydrocarbons  will  not 
be  delayed. 

MSO-80/I**     Based  on  the  lack  of  outstanding  opportunities 

for  solitude  or  a  primitive  and  unconfined  type 
of  recreation  and  the  need  for  domestic  energy, 
I  request  that... (this  unit) .. .be  dropped  from 
wilderness  review  and  returned  to  multiple  use 
management . 

MSO-80/I**     The  proposed  boundary  adjustments  in  the  situa- 
tion evaluation  should  be  carried  through  and 
the  excluded  lands  returned  to  multiple  land  use 
management . 

MS0-9/E        Wildlife  and  recreational  opportunties  on  (the) 

unclassified  portion  should  be  emphasized  in 
the  resulting  management  plan.  Elk  and  deer 
winter  ranges  should  be  improved  as  they  are 
population  limiting  factors. 

PRIVATE  LAND 

B-55/C         Its  interlacing  with  private  lands  and  their 

access  would  seem  to  negate  its  potential. 

MSO-101/I**    Wilderness  areas  should  not  include  state  or 

fee  lands  (i.e.  this  area). 

PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 

Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 

B-004/I        The  area  is  traversed  in  a  north-south  and  east- 
west  direction  by  state  highways  and  county  roads. 

B-102/RA       The  road  which  goes  from  the  Bannack-Grant  road, 

east  through  Sec.  26  &  27,  R12W,  is  maintained 
to  allow  us  to  service  our  livestock  watering 
facility  on  state  ground  in  the  southeast  corner 
of  Sec.  26,  R12W. 
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III.       028    -    HENNEBERRY    RIDGE 


I 


pgc?. 
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PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS  (CONT.) 

Utility  Rights  of  Way 

B-004/I        The  area  has  powerlines,  telephone  lines. 

Fences 


B-004/I 

Minerals 

MSO-101/I** 


B-004/I 


MSO-42/I** 

Grazing 
B-102/RA 


Numerous  fence  crossings  run  throughout  the  area. 


There  is  additional  mineral-  resource  potential 
in  this  area.   Surveys  already  carried  out  have 
noted  the  occurrences  of  valuable  minerals  in 
this  area. .. .gold,  manganese. 

(This  unit  is)  in  an  area  which  we  have  found 
to  be  geologically  attractive  for  the  potential 
trapping  of  hydrocarbons .   There  is  a  great  deal 
more  work  to  be  done  in  this  area  which  will 
include  drilling  several  wells  and  we  hope  this 
can  be  accomplished  within  the  next  two  years. 

Situated  in  a  highly  prospective  environment 
for  uranium  accumulation  and  (is)  the  subject 
of  current  uranium  reconnaissance. 


It  would  be  very  difficult  to  reach  our  live- 
stock watering  facility  by  any  other  means  than 
a  motor  vehicle  as  we  have  to  transport  a  pump, 
a  generator,  and  fuel  for  our  generator. 


WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 


Supplemental 
MS0-9/E 

B-102/RA 


Should  be  studied  for  wilderness,  archaeological 
and  historical  values. 

I  would  also  like  to  comment  on  the  few  wild 
horses  left  in  the  study  area.   I  feel  it  would 
be  best  to  remove  the  horses  from  the  area,  as 
they  are  getting  very  inbred  and  are  of  poor 
quality.   All  of  these  horses  have  descended  from 
horses  that  have  either  strayed  or  were  turned 
out  from  ranches  in  the  area. 


9S 


02  8    -    HENNEBERRY    RIDGE 


9 

I 
I 

WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS  (CONT.) 

Other  P 

B-004/I        The  area  is  arid,  sagebrush-covered  prairie 

which  has  been  grazed  by  cattle  for  years  and 
does  not  seem  to  fit  into  the  general  idea  of 
wilderness. 
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02  9    -    BACHELOR  MOUNTAIN 


R 


t 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-related 


MS0-9/E 
B-070/C 
B-004/I 


Other 
MS0-9/E 

B-55/C 

B-070/C 


Its  wilderness  potential  should  be  studied. 

No  wilderness  capability. 

The  area  is  arid,  sagebrush-covered  prairie 
which  has  been  grazed  by  cattle  for  years  and 
does  not  seem  to  fit  into  the  general  idea  of 
wilderness. .. .It  is  our  strong  feeling  that 
Area  029  does  not  warrant  further  investigation 
and  should  be  iitimediately  placed  into  a  multi- 
use  category  in  order  that  exploration  for 
hydrocarbons  will  not  be  delayed. 


Fencing  in  the  unit  should  be  modified  to 
benefit  antelope. 

Range  management  improvements  are  imperative  to 
utilize  the  livestock  range. 

You  are  asking  for  a  big  can  of  worms  to  police 
these  areas--and  your  efforts  would  in  most 
cases  be  wasted. 


k»i 


PRIVATE  LAND 


MSO-101/I** 


Wilderness  areas  should  not  include  state  or 
fee  lands  (i.e.  this  area) . 


E 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 


B-004/I 


B-55/C 


The  unit  is  bounded  on  the  east  and  west  by 
roads  and  on  the  north  by  a  road  paralleling 
powerline  M0385....The  area  is  traversed  in 
a  north-south  and  east-west  direction  by  state 
highways  and  county  roads. .. .Vehicle  ways. 

The  roads  are  needed. 


100  I 

029  -  BACHELOR  MOUNTAIN  I 

I 

PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS  (CONT . )  ^ 

Utility  Rights  of  Way  ■ 

B-004/I        The  area  has  power  lines,  telephone  lines... 

water  pipelines.  A 

Fences 

B-004/I        Numerous  fence  crossings  run  throughout  the  M 

area.  ~ 

Fixed  Site  Facilities 

B-0  04/I        Two  water  wells  and  a  windmill. 


Minerals 


I 


B-004/I       .  Oil  and  gas  leases  cover  50%  of  the  area  and         « 

numerous  mining  claims  are  also  located  in  the       I 
unit.... Over  the  past  two  years,  Robert  L. 
Nance,  Kenneth  D.  Luff,  Santa  Fe  Minerals,  Inc., 
American  Natural  Gas  Pipeline  Company,  and  ]B 


Natomas  North  American,  Inc.  have  conducted 
approximately  34  miles  of  gravity  and  seismic 
(vibroseis)  exploration  in  the  immediate 
vicinity. . . .We  have  found  the  area  to  be 
geologically  attractive  for  the  potential 
trapping  of  hydrocarbons.   There  is  a  great 
deal  more  work  to  be  done  in  this  area  which 
will  include  drilling  several  wells  and  vie   hope 
this  can  be  accomplished  within  the  next  two 
years. 

B-55/C         This  area  also  contains  known  mining  potential. 

B-070/C        Area  is  overladen  with  mining  claims. 

MSO-42/I**      Situated  in  a  highly  prospective  environment  for 

uranium  acciomulation  and  (is)  the  subject  of 
current  uranium  reconnaissance. 

WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 
Naturalness 


I 


yj0 


I 


^ 

I 


B-004/I        Evidence  of  man's  non-natural  impacts  detract  from 

the  natural  character  of  the  unit.,.. and  the  _> 

boundaries  would  have  an  adverse  effect  in  main-  I 

taining  the  naturalness  of  the  unit.  ■' 
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^  029  -  BACHELOR  MOUNTAIN 


I 


E 


I 


WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS  (CONT.) 

Supplemental 

MSO-009/E      Important  winter  range  for  antelope,  deer,  and 

elk. 

Other 

B-055/C        Lacks  the  necessary  solidarity. 
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GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-related 


0  30  -  TIMBER  BUTTE  NR  J 

1 


MSO-80/I**     Based  on  the  lack  of  outstanding  opportunities 

for  solitude  or  a  primitive  and  unconfined  type 
of  recreation  and  the  need  for  domestic  energy,      W 
I  request  that. . . (this) . . .unit  be  dropped  from 
wilderness  review  and  returned  to  multiple  use      -^ 
management. 


PRIVATE  LAND 

MSO-101/I**    Wilderness  areas  should  not  include  state  or  fee 

lands  (i.e.  this  area). 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 

Minerals 

MSO-101/I**    There  is  additional  mineral  resource  potential 

in  this  area.   Surveys  already  carried  out  have 
noted  the  occurences  of  valuable  minerals  in 
this  area. .. .gold. 

MSO-42/I**     Situated  in  a  highly  prospective  environment  for 

uranium  accumulation  and  (is)  the  subject  of 
current  uranium  reconnaissance. .. .High  potential 
for  porphyry  copper  deposits. 


M 
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031    -    COLD   SPRING   CREEK  R 


c 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-related 


MSO-97/I**     Cities  Service  would  oppose  the  inclusion  of  any 

of. ..(Sec.  1,  2,  3,  10,  11,  12,  13,  14  or  15, 
T8S,  RllW) .. .within  the  boundaries  of  a  wilder- 
ness study  unit.   Cities  Service  would  also 
request  that  the  above-noted  sections  in  T8S, 
RllW  be  deleted  from  the  Intensive  Study  Area 
and/or  that  the  mineral  potential  of  the  Cold 
Spring  Creek  Inventory  Unit  be  given  considera- 
tion during  the  accelerated  inventory  process. 

MSO-80/I**     Based  on  the  lack  of  outstanding  opportunities 

for  solitude  or  a  primitive  and  unconf ined  type 
of  recreation  and  the  need  for  domestic  energy, 
I  request  that. .. (this  unit) .. .be  dropped  from 
wilderness  review  and  returned  to  multiple  use 
management . 

MSO-80/I**     The  50  mining  claims,  fences,  and  livestock 

constitute  extensive  impact  and  detract  from 
the  area's  potential  for  solitude  and  wilderness 
recreation.   The  unit  should  be  considered  for 
return  to  multiple  land  use. 

MS0-9/E        Unit  0  31  has  limited  wilderness,  but  great 
r  potential  for  quality  recreation. 

^     Other 

B-062/I        Potential  problems  would  very  likely  take  place 
•ta>  if  the  proposed  area  were  to  be  designated  as 

wilderness  or  primitive  area.   There  is  just  no 
way  you  can  carry  in  poles  of  35-  and  40-feet 
y,  lengths  and  crossarms  and  other  required 

materials  needed  to  make  necessary  repairs 

E  without  the  help  of  motorized  vehicles,  and 

get  these  lines  back  on  in  any  reasonable  time 
without  causing  undue  hardship  to  people, 
property,  and  livestock. 

SIZE-  AND/OR  BOUNDARY-RELATED  COMMENTS 


i 


I 


MSO-80/I**     Irregular  shape  of  the  area  to  the  north  should 

be  dropped  because  of  its  lack  for  solitude  or 
primitive  type  recreation. 


031  -  COLD  SPRING  CREEK 


PRIVATE  LAND 


I 
I 


MSO-101/I**    VJilderness  areas  should  not  include  state  or         H 

fee  lands  (i.e.  this  area)  .  "' 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 

Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 

B-55/C         Roads  lace  the  area,  owing  to  its  generally  low 

hills,  and  it  is  therefore  accessible  to  vehicu- 
lar travel. 

MSO-80/I**      The  road  across  Sec.  1,  T8S,  RllW,  detracts  from 

V7ilderness  potential  and  should  be  returned  to 
multiple  land  use. 

B-062/I        Roads  are  found  in  these  proposed  areas  and  are 

utilized  for  livestock  care  and  agricultural 
production. 

Utility  Rights  of  Way 

MSO-80/I**     Powerline  in  the  northern  part. 

Reservoirs  and  Stock  Watering  Devices 

B-062/I         Irrigation  ditches  and  water  diversion  points 


Minerals 


B-55/C         It  has  had  evidence  of  vast  oil  exploration, 

and  there  are  numerous  mining  claims,  some  of 
which  are  very  active  at  the  present  time, 

MSO~97/I**     I  own  90  mining  claims  located  within  the  area., 

These  90  mining  claims  occupy  Sec.  11,  and  por- 
tions of  Sec.  1,  2,  3,  10,  12,  13,  14  &  15, 
TBS,  RllW,  Beaverhead  County,  Montana,  and  are 
included  within  the  Cold  Spring  Creek  Inventory 
Unit. . . .The  entire  unit  is  covered  by  BLM  oil 
and  gas  leases ... .Fifty  registered  mining 
claims ... .The  area  has  definite  mineral  poten- 
tial, and,  in  fact,  drill  holes  confirm  the 
existence  of  copper  mineralization  and  other 
mineral  commodities  within  and  beneath  the 
claims. 


w 
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are    found   in   these   proposed   areas   and   are  ■ 

utilized   for   livestock   care   and   agricultural 
production. 
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0  31  -  COLD  SPRING  CREEK 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS   (CONT.) 

:       Minerals  (Cont.) 

MSO-42/I**     Situated  in  a  highly  prospective  environment 

for  uranium  accumulation  and  (is)  the  subject 
'^  of  current  uranium  reconnaissance ...  .High 

potential  for  porphyry  copper  deposits. 

iU      Grazing 

MSO-97/I**     Grazing  allotments. 


I 


e 


1^ 
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WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 
Opportunities  for  Solitude 
B-55/C         The  area  certainly  lacks  solitude. 
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032  -  RED  BUTTE  NR 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 

Decision-related 

B-004/I        It  is  our  strong  feeling  that  the  area  does 

not  warrant  further  investigation  and  should 
be  immediately  placed  into  a  multi-use  cate- 
gory in  order  that  exploration  for  hydro- 
carbons will  not  be  delayed. .. .We  strongly 
urge  that  Area  0  32  be  removed  from  the 
wilderness  study  designation  and  placed  in  a 
multi-use  category. 


SIZE-  AND/OR  BOUNDARY- RELATED  COMMENTS 

B-004/I        The  unit's  size  would  decrease  to  less  than 

5,000  acres  if  the  acreage  affected  by  non- 
.  ..  natural  impacts  were  removed. 


Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 


I 

I 

! 

y 

I 

II 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS  *** 

I 


I 


B-004/I        The  area  is  traversed  in  a  north-^south  and 

east-west  direction  by  state  highways  and 
county  roads. .. .There  are  approximately  2.5 
miles  of  vehicle  ways  within  the  outline  and 
approximately  4.5  miles  of  road  which  acts  as        — . 
the  eastern  boundary  of  the  area,  I 


Utility  Rights  of  Way 

B-004/I        The  area  has  powerlines. . .and  is  traversed 

. . .  (by) . . . 1 . 5  -  2  miles  of  telephone  line. 

Fences 

B-004/I        Numerous  cross  fences... run  throughout  the  area. 

Minerals 

MSO-42/I**     Situated  in  a  highly  prospective  environment 

for  uranium  accumulation  and  (is)  the  subject 
of  current  uranium  reconnaissance. 

B-00  4/I        For  the  past  two  years  this  group  (Robert  L. 

Nance,  Kenneth  D.  Luff,  Santa  Fe  Minerals, 
American  Natural  Gas  Pipeline  Co.,  and 
Natomas  North  America,  Inc.}  has  conducted 
approximately  17  miles  of  gravity  studies  and 
about  12  miles  of  seismic  exploration  (vibroseis) 


I 


I 

I 
I 
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032  -  RED  BUTTE 


kf 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS  (CONT.) 


ktf 


I 


Minerals    (Cont.) 

B-004/I        For  the  past  two  years  this  group  (Robert  L. 

Nance,  Kenneth  D.  Luff,  Santa  Fe  Minerals, 
American  Natural  Gas  Pipeline  Co.,  and  Natomas 
North  America,  Inc.)  has  conducted  approximately 
17  miles  of  gravity  studies  and  about  12  miles 
of  seismic  exploration  (vibroseis)  in  the 
immediate  vicinity.   The  area  has  been  found 
to  be  geologically  attractive  for  the  potential 
trapping  of  hyrdocarbons ... .There  is  a  great 
deal  more  work  to  be  done  in  this  area  which 
will  include  drilling  several  wells  and  we 
hope  this  can  be  accomplished  within  the  next 
two  years . 

Grazing 

B-004/I        4  80  acres  were  range  plowed  and  reseeded. 

WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 

Other 

B-004/I        The  area  is  arid,  sagebrush-covered  prairie 

which  has  been  grazed  by  cattle  for  years  and 
does  not  seem  to  fit  into  the  general  idea  of 
wilderness. 


I 
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033  -  GARRET  HILL  R 


i 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-related 


MSO-009/E      Contiguous  to  the  RARE  II  East  Pioneer  and  should 

be  managed  as  wilderness. 

B-078/C        This  narrow  strip  of  land  does  not  appear  to 

meet  even  basic  wilderness  criteria. 


SIZE-  and/or  BOUNDARY-RELATED  COMMENTS 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 


are  mines  and  a  mill  in  the  area  all  of  which 
had  roads  maintained  to  them  at  one  time. 


I 
Si 


i 


B-055/C         (Area  is)... far  too, small.  ^ 

B-078/C        Does  not  meet  size  requirements.   Narrow  strip 

of  land,  dependent  on  RARE  II. 

B-076/C        Garrett  Hill  only  contains  1120  acres,  far  less 

than  that  required  by  wilderness  and  the  widest 
portion  of  that  is  cut  into  two  parts  by  a  road      "* 
corridor.   To  try  and  maintain  wilderness  quality 
in  an  area  of  such  small  size  and  with  such  a        f^[ 
large  perimeter  in  relation  to  that  size  would       !«j 
be  unfeasible. . . .The  unit  is  too  small  and  too 
irregular  to  support  any  of  the  wilderness 
criteria. . . .Unless  the  adjacent  Forest  Service         I 
lands  are  desxgnated  wilderness.   It  xs  premature 
to  study  BLM  lands  for  wilderness  when  a  decision 
on  FS  lands  has  not  yet  been  made.   If  the  FS         \ 
does  designate  their  lands  as  wilderness  then        ^ 
this  small  parcel  of  land  should  be  sold  to  them 
to  simplify  management  rather  than  trying  to 
coordinate  two  agencies  for  the  sake  of  1000         ^ 
acres. 


PRIVATE  LAND 

B-078/C        40  acres  of  private  land  in  middle  of  the  area. 


W^i' 


Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 

B-076/C        Garret  Hill  study  unit  is  not  roadless.   There        U 


B-078/C        Maintained  road. 


I 
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y     033    -    GARRET    HILL 
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PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS  (CONT.) 


Fences 
B-076/C 

Fixed  Site  Facilities 


Fencing  associated  with  the  livestock  grazing 
which  occurrs  over  the  whole  area. 


B-078/C 

Minerals 

B-078/C 

B-076/C 
B-055/C 


Timber 
B-055/C 

B-076/C 


Buildings. 


Oil  and  gas  leases  on  160  acres 
ment  in  area. 


.Mining  develop- 


Several  developments  associated  with  the  minerals 
in  the  area  including  an  old  Tungsten  Mill  with 
buildings  and  roading.   There  are  mining  claims... 
and  many  small  prospect  holes... all  over  the  unit, 

They  are  particularly  interesting  mineral-wise 
because  there  are  many  intrusive  and  active 
mines.   It  has  easy  access  and  good  potential 
for  mineral  production. .. .These  areas  are  far  too 
valuable  for  their  mineral  (value)  to  be  included 
in  a  wilderness  designation. 


This  area  is  far  too  valuable  for  its  timber  to 
be  included  in  a  wilderness  designation. 

The  area  is  also  timbered  and  this  resource  should 
be  harvested  instead  of  letting  it  go  to  waste. 


■|U 


WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 


Naturalness 
B-076/C 


Naturalness  is  gone  because  of  the  mining,  fenc- 
ing, roading. 


Opportunities  for  Solitude 
B-076/C 


B-055/C 


Solitude  is  out  because  of  the  proximity  to  the 
county  road  and  Polaris 

Lie(s)  far  too  close  to  the  much  traveled  Polaris 
Road  and  Montana  Highway  278. 
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033  -  GARRET  HILL 


WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 


I 
I 


Supplemental  ■ 

B-076/C        Has  no  unique  features  to  my  knowledge. 
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0  34    -    FARLIN    CREEK 


c 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-related 


B-078/C        Not  suitable  for  wilderness  designation. 

MSO-009/E      Contiguous  to  the  RARE  II  East  Pioneer  and 

should  be  managed  as  wilderness. 

SIZE-  AND/OR  BOUNDARY-RELATED  COMMENTS 

B-078/C        Does  not  meet  5,000-acre  minimum.   Narrow 

strip  h   mile  wide  at  south  and  1  mile  wide 
at  north  end,  1,20  0  acres. 

*"      B-076/C        Too  small  for  wilderness  designation  unless  the 

adjacent  Forest  Service  lands  are  designated 
wilderness.   It  is  premature  to  study  BLM  lands 

^  for  wilderness  when  a  decision  on  FS  lands  has 

not  yet  been  made.   If  the  fs  does  designate 
their  lands  as  wildejrness  then  this  small  parcel 

L^  of  land  should  be  sold  to  them  to  simplify 

management  rather  than  trying  to  coordinate 
two  agencies  for  the  sake  of  1,000  acres. 


I 


MSO-101/I**    There  are  many  areas  being  considered  for 

wilderness  which  border  Forest  Service  land. 
!~  These  BLM  areas,  in  themselves,  are  too  small 

^  to  constitute  a  wilderness  area,  and  it  is  not 

valid  to  assume  that,  because  they  are  bounded 
by  National  Forest,  they  need  not  encompass 
,  5,000  acres. 

B-055/C        They  are  far  too  small. 

PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 

Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 

B-078/C        Road  into  area  along  creek. 
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0  34  -  FARLIN  CREEK 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS  (CONT.) 


Minerals 


B-055/C 


B-076/C 


Timber 


B-076/C 


These  areas  are  far  too  valuable  for  their 
minerals  to  be  included  in  a  wilderness  desig- 
nation. ,.  .They  are  particularly  interesting 
mineral-wise  because  there  are  many  intrusives 
and  active  mines.   It  has  easy  access  and  good 
potential  for  mineral  production. 

There  are  also  mines  in  the  area  and  two 
important  mines  within  a  mile  of  the  area. 
There  apparently  are  some  mineral  deposits  of 
significance  within  the  unit  because  of  the 
mines  in  and  nearby ... .mining  activity  and 
many  small  prospect  holes . 


The  area  is  also  timbered  and  this  resource 
should  be  harvested  instead  of  letting  it  go 
to  waste . 


WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 
Opportunities  for  Solitude 


B-078/C 

Supplemental 

B-076/C 

Other 

B-055/C 


Not  compatible  with  "solitude." 


No  unique  features 


Lie  far  too  close  to  the  much  traveled  Polaris 
Road  and  Montana  Highway  278. 


I 
I 

I 

H 

I 

I 

I 
I 
I 

w 


1  ,1 


I 


pi) 


113 


041  -  THOMPSON  CREEK  EAST 


NR 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Other 


B-062/I 


WV 


Potential  problems  would  very  likely  take  place 
if  the  proposed  areas  were  to  be  designated  as 
wilderness  or  primitive  areas.   There  is  just  no 
way  you  can  carry  in  poles  of  35'  and  40'  lengths 
and  crossarms  and  other  required  materials 
needed  to  make  necessary  repairs  without  the 
help  of  motorized  vehicles,  and  get  these  lines 
back  on  in  any  reasonable  time  without  causing 
undue  hardship  to  people,  property,  and  livestock, 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 


Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 


B-062/I 


Roads  are  found  in  these  proposed  areas  and  are 
utilized  for  livestock  care  and  agricultural 
production. 


Reservoirs  and  Stock  Watering  Devices 


B-062/I 


Irrigation  ditches  and  water  diversion  points 
are  found  in  this  proposed  area  and  are  utilized 
for  livestock  care  and  agricultural  production. 


E 
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042  -  RED  ROCK  RIVER  ISLANDS  #2  R 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-related 


Other 


i 

I 

9 


MS0-9/E        Questionable  as  wilderness  in  my  mind,  but  the 

wildlife,  scientific,  and  recreational  potential 
dictates  that  there  should  be  no  development         ^ 
regardless  of  what  you  call  it. 


I 
I 


B-76/C         I  see  no  other  special  aspects  of  the  Centennial 

Unit  such  as  naturalness  of  the  unit,  opportuni- 
ties of  solitude  (the  area  is  narrow,  broken  up 
with  chunks  of  private  and  state  lands,  and  is 
roaded  heavily  on  its  southern  boundary) ;  there 
are  no  other  special  ecological,  geological,  or 
historical  values.   The  only  scientific  or 
educational  aspects  of  importance  exist  on  the        H 
Sheep  Experiment  Station  and  wilderness  will         Q) 
definitely  not  enhance  those  values.   The 
scenery  is  nice,  but  a  wilderness  designation         m 
will  severely  limit  the  number  of  people  who  will     jj 
be  able  to  enjoy  that  scenery  and  so  of  what 
value  is  it?.... The  problems  of  erosion  associated 
with  wilderness  should  not  be  forgotten.   Fuel        w 
accumulations  caused  by  decadence  of  stands  which     ■' 
are  never  harvested  or  otherwise  managed  cause 
fires  of  unnatural  intensity  which  burn  down  to 
bare  soil  and  create  a  potential  erosional  wo 

probelm  greater  than  any  logging  job.   Another 
constraint  caused  by  wilderness  designation  is 
the  loss  of  use  of  heavy  equipment  to  fight  fires      i 
which  allows  them  to  burn  uncontrolled  through 
large  stands  of  timber.   Insects  infest  stands        _ 
of  timber  and  cause  large-scale  die-offs  of  H 

timber  in  a  relatively  short  time  span  and  create     •■ 
huge  fire  hazards  and  also  create  waste  of 
harvestable  timber.  '""-' 

B-55/C         These  islands,  being  so  completely  surrounded 

by  private  land,  would  certainly  seem  to  not  have  at 
wilderness  potential,  by  their  size  and  their  S 
location. 


I 
I 
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042  -  RED  ROCK  RIVER  ISLANDS  #2 


WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 

Supplemental 

MSO-100/E      I  recommend  that  river  island  areas  be  included 

in  the  inventory  because  of  their  ecological 
significance  and  importance  to  wildlife. 

MSO-99/E       (This  area)  is  of  particular  significance  to 

wildlife  and  use  of  it  affects  fishery  values. 
We  feel  that  its  management  must  be  preservation 
in  character,  however,  this  could  and  probably 
should  be  accomplished  outside  of  formal  wilder- 
ness classification.   Retaining  it  in  this 
evaluation  process  until  special  management 
provisions  for  it  are  developed  is  acceptable. 


I 
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0  43  -  RED  ROCK  ISLANDS  #1 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


I 
I 


Other 


MS0-9/E 


B-76/C 


Questionable  as  wilderness  in  my  mind,  but  the 
wildlife,  scientific  and  recreational  potential 
dictates  that  there  should  be  no  development 
regardless  of  what  you  call  it. 

The  problems  of  erosion  associated  with  wilder- 
ness should  not  be  forgotten.   Fuel  accumulations 
caused  by  decadence  of  stand  which  are  never 
harvested  or  otherwise  managed  cause  fires  of 
unnatural  intensity  which  burn  down  to  bare  soil 
and  create  a  potential  erosional  problem  greater 
than  any  logging  job.   Another  constraint  caused 
by  wilderness  designation  is  the  loss  of  use  of 
heavy  equipment  to  fight  fires,  which  allows  them 
to  burn  uncontrolled  through  large  stands  of 
timber.   Insects  infest  stands  of  timber  and 
cause  large-scale  die-offs  of  timber  in  a  rela- 
tively short  time  span  and  create  huge  fire 
hazards,  and  also  create  waste  of  harvestable 
timber. 


I 


I 
I 


SIZE-  AND/OR  BOUNDARY-RELATED  COMMENTS 

B-55/C         These  islands  are  far  too  small. 


MSO-77/G 


PRIVATE  LAND 
B-55/C 


This  area  needs  to  be  enlarged  to  include  the 
state  land  surrounding  the  tract. 


Surrounded  by  private  property  to  be  wilderness 
potential. 


WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 


Supplemental 
MSO-10  0/E 


I  recommend  that  river  island  areas  be  included 
in  the  inventory  because  of  their  ecological 
significance  and  importance  to  wildlife. 


I 
I 
I 
I 

I 
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W   043  -  RED  ROCK  ISLANDS  #1 


WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS  (CONT.) 

r 

!^      Supplemental  (Cont.) 

MSO-99/E        (This  area)  is  of  particular  significance  to 

wildlife  and  use  of  it  affects  fishery  values. 

■*  We  feel  that  its  management  must  be  preservation 

in  character,  however,  this  could  and  probably 
should  be  accomplished  outside  of  formal  wilder- 

ln  ness  classification.   Retaining  it  in  this 

evaluation  process  until  special  management 
provisions  for  it  are  developed  is  acceptable. 


I 


^ 


I 

I 


r 
1 


9 
044  -  LIMA  RESERVOIR  ISLAND  NR   ■ 

WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 
Supplemental 

MSO-100/E      I  recommend  that  river  island  areas  be  included 

in  the  inventory  because  of  their  ecological  H 

significance  and  importance  to  wildlife.  0 

MSO-99/E       This  area  is  of  particular  significance  to  wild-  ■ 

life  and  use  of  it  affects  the  fishery  values.  I 
We  feel  that  its  management  must  be  preservation 

in  character;  however,  this  could  and  probably  . 

should  be  accomplished  outside  of  formal  wilder-  I 

ness  classification.   Retaining  it  in  this  " 

evaluation  process  until  special  management  _ 
provisions  for  it  are  developed  is  acceptable. 


I 


I 
I 


I 
I 
I 
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045  -  CLARK  CANYON  RESERVOIR  ISLAND  SOUTH  NR 


WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 
Supplemental 

MSO-100/E      I  recommend  that  river  island  areas  be  included 

in  the  inventory  because  of  their  ecological 
significance  and  importance  to  wildlife. 

MSO-99/E       This  area  is  of  particular  significance  to  wild- 
life and  use  of  it  affects  fishery  values.   We 
feel  that  its  management  must  be  preservation  in 
character;  however,  this  could  and  probably 
should  be  accomplished  outside  of  formal  wilder- 
ness classification.   Retaining  it  in  this 
evaluation  process  until  special  management 
provisions  for  it  are  developed  is  acceptable. 


Ih^ 


Um 


I 
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046  -  CLARK  CANYON  RESERVOIR  ISLAND  NORTH  NR 


WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 


Supplemental 


MSO-100/E      I  recommend  that  river  island  areas  be  included 

in  the  inventory  because  of  their  ecological 
significance  and  importance  to  wildlife. 

MSO-99/E       This  area  is  of  particular  significance  to  wild- 
life and  use  of  it  affects  the  fishery  values. 
We  feel  that  its  management  must  be  preservation 
in  character,  however,  this  could  and  probably 
should  be  accomplished  outside  of  formal  wilder-     Jj 
ness  classification.   Retaining  it  in  this  M 

evaluation  process  until  special  management 
provisions  for  it  are  developed  is  acceptable.       m 


I 

m 


I 


■I 


m 


y  0  47    -    JIMMIE   NEW   CREEK  R 

m 


f 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision- re la ted 


MS0-9/E        Wilderness  should  remain  a  viable  option, 
lii    B-78/C         Not  suitable  for  Wilderness  designation. 
B-87/A         Does  not  have  wilderness  potential. 


c 


other 

MS0-9/E        I  would  be  interested  in  knowing  if  elk  from  this 

unit  use  the  Fleecer  Game  Range. 


^  SIZE-  and/or  BOUNDARY- RELATED  COMMENTS 
i—     B-78/C         Small  area. 


r 

ill 


B-55/C         The  writer... is  not  familiar  with  this  area,  but 

it  would  seem  to  be  far  too  small  and  far  too  busy 
an  area  to  be  conceived  as  wilderness. 

B-76/C         Is  a  relatively  small  acreage  containing  only  6,320 

acres  in  a  narrow  strip  only  two  miles  wide.... and 
if  the  acreage  that  is  visible  to  the  adjacent  roads 
and  logging  units  were  taken  out,  then  it  would  not 
be  large  enough. 

PRIVATE  LAND 

bi     B-76/C         There  is  one  private  parcel  within  the  unit.... 

Access  should  be  maintained  to  the  private  land  in 
r  the  unit. 


L 


L 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 

Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 

B-76/C         1.5  miles  of  road  within  the  unit, 

Fences 

B-76/C         Fences. 

Reservoirs  and  Stock  Watering  Devices 

B-76/C         Water  developments. 
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047  -  JIMMIE  NEW 

CREEK 

1 

PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS  (CONT.) 

1 

Minerals 

--1 

B-78/C 

Mining  development. 

^'  . 

Grazing 

M  1 

B-78/C 

Range  development. 

Timber 

UJ 

B-76/C 

The  logging  and  timber  thinning  in  the  unit  are 
the  main  human-related  factors  and  are  very  obvi 

ous. 

1 

Recreation 

,■— ■) 

B-76/C 

It  receives  hunter  use  and  so  one  would  expect  a 
of  impact  on  hunter  camp  sites. 

lot 

•ati' 

WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 

WmI' 

Naturalness 

U 

B-76/C 

Lacks  naturalness  because  of  its  irregular  shape 
and  the  amount  of  developments  surrounding  it  on 
all  sides. 

tali 

Supplemental 

1 

u 

MSO-100/E 

Contains  high  wildlife  values ... .Management  emph 
should  be  directed  toward  maintianing  values  if 
areas  are  dropped  from  the  inventory. 

asis 
these 

MSO-99/C 

Has  been  noted  to  be  critical  to  wildlife.   If 
dropped  from  the  inventory  special  emphasis  shou 
be  given  to  preserving  those  values. 

Id 

u 

B-76/C 

The  area  is  critical  winter  range  for  much  wildl 
and  management  should  be  allowed  to  favor  wildli 

ife 
fe. 

1 
1 

1 

1 

123 


M  049    -    PIGEON   CREEK 


NR 


r 


I 

i 

H' 

III 


SIZE-  AND/OR  BOUNDARY- RELATED  COMMENTS 

MSO-101/I**    There  are  many  areas  being  considered  for  wilder- 
ness which  border  Forest  Service  land.   These  BLM 
areas,  in  themselves,  are  too  small  to  constitute 
a  wilderness  area,  and  it  is  not  valid  to  assume 
that,  because  they  are  bounded  by  National  Forest, 
they  need  not  encompass  5,000  acres. 

PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 

Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 

MC-133/C/0     Road  #4  is  only  access  to  private  land. 


I 


I 


c 


050    -    DRY   CREEK  NR     I 

I 


SIZE-  AND/OR  BOUNDARY-RELATED  COMMENTS 

MSO-101/I**    There  are  many  areas  being  considered  for  wilder- 
ness which  border  Forest  Service  land.   These  BLM 
areas,  in  themselves,  are  too  small  to  constitute 
a  wilderness  area,  and  it  is  not  valid  to  assume 
that,  because  they  are  bounded  by  National  Forest, 
they  need  not  encompass  5,00  0  acres. 


I 
I 
I 
I 

I 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

I 

I 
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051  -  MAIDEN  ROCK  ISLAND  R 


^       GENERAL  OPINIONS 
f"      Decision-related 

Lii 


E 


MS0-9/E        Should  remain  undeveloped  but  the  title  of 
wilderness  is  questionable. 


PRIVATE  LAND 

B-55/C         These  islands,  being  so  completely  surrounded 

by  private  land,  would  certainly  seem  to  not 
have  wilderness  potential,  by  their  (small) 
size  and  their  location. 


in 


^tMi 
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052  -  CAMP  CREEK  NORTH 


NR 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Other 


B-058/I** 


PRIVATE  LAND 


MSO-101/I** 


I  am  indeed  against  keeping  cattle  from  the  river, 
and  against  any  areas  set  aside  along  the  rivers. 
I  have  fished  the  Big  Hole  River  from  Melrose  to 
Twin  Bridges  and  waded  it  most  of  the  way.   Why 
change  it?   It  works,  the  fishing  is  fine,  the 
fish  are  good  to  eat,  and  it  is  easy  to  catch 
a  limit.   You  always  boil  the  water  to  cook  with 
it  anyway.   Why  change  it?   The  fish  have  plenty 
of  food,  the  game  get  along  with  the  water,  as 
do  the  stock.   I  rest  my  case.   There  is  always 
plenty  tularemea  in  the  rabbits  and  gophers 
anyway. .. .This  is  only  covering  the  area  from 
the  lower  Nez  Perce  to  the  Butte  Highland,  but 
over  300  million  tons  of  sulfides  are  indicated 
and  tell  me  how  is  any  public  comment,  or  instant 
study  going  to  treat  such  complex  research. 
Simply  the- blind  leading  the  blind.   How  can 
musicians,  radio  personalities,  desk  jobbers 
understand  years  of  sweat  and  out-of-pocket  money 
on  property  that  has  been  used  by  the  public  since 
over  100  years.   By  my  family  since  1865  in  fact. 
How  can  geologists,  mining  engineers,  game 
wardens,  foresters,  etc.,  all  trained  personnel, 
and  prospectors  be  allowed  to  be  upset  in  their 
traditional  professions  by  a  few  misguided  pie 
in  the  sky  screwball  weirdos  who  think  they  know 
something?   How  can  complete  areas  be  fouled  up, 
reserved,  set  aside,  etc.  over  the  mature  judge- 
ment of  old  time  professionals?   I  rest  my  case. 


Wilderness  areas  should  not  include  state  or  fee 
lands  (i.e.  this  area). 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 


Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 


B-015/I** 


Access  to  CC#1  will  be  along  an  existing  road.., 
Access  to  CC#2  will  be  cross  country,  along  the 
path  otitlined,  where  it  will  be  necessary  to 
clear  boulders  and  sagebrush  for  ingress .  (map 
with  letter) . 


I 
I 

I 
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052  -  CAMP  CREEK  NORTH 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS  (CONT.) 

T"  Minerals 

B-015/I**      Our  planned  activities,  which  include  the 

drilling  of  two  test  holes,  do  fall  within 

11  portions  of  WSA  052.   Our  entire  program  will 

not  create  more  than  one  acre  of  temporary 
surface  disturbance  consisting  of  the  drill 

i^  pads  and  mud  pits.   All  areas  disturbed  will  be 

covered  and  reseeded  with  native  grasses. 


I 


MSO-42/I**     Has  high  potential  for  base  metal  massive 

sulfide  deposits. 

MSO-101/I**     There  is  additional  mineral  resource  potential 

in  this  area.   Surveys  already  carried  out  have 
noted  the  occurrences  of  valuable  minerals  in 
this  area. .. .copper,  silver,  lead,  barite. 


i 


yji> 


U8 


053  -  BIG  MOUNTAIN  NR 


SIZE-  and/or  BOUNDARY- RELATED  COMMENTS 


I 

I 

m 


MSO-lOl/I**    There  are  many  areas  being  considered  for  wilder- 
ness which  border  Forest  Service  land.   These  BLM 
areas,  in  themselves,  are  too  small  to  constitute 
a  wilderness  area,  and  it  is  not  valid  to  assume  that,™, 
because  they  are  bounded  by  National  Forest,  they     I 
need  not  incompass  5,000  acres. 


I 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 

Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways  m 

MC-133/C/o     Road  across  north  end  to  reservoirs  (north  of  Wolf 

Creek) ... .Road  along  fence  in  south  end.  ^ 

f 
Minerals 

MSO-75/I       The  area  is  considered  to  have  potential  for  base  V 

and  precious  metals  in  Precambrian  and  Paleozoic  ■) 
rocks.... The  area  is  considered  to  have  potential 

for  uranium  in  Devonian  rocks .  m 


I 

I 

I 
I 


^ 


I 

I 
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054  -  NEZ  PERCE  HOLLOW  R 


C 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-related 


MSO-009/E      Should  be  classified  wilderness. 


^     B-022/C        Those  portions  of  054  included  within  the  bound- 
aries of  the  McCartney  Grazing  Allotment  are 
outstanding,  not  in  wilderness  potential,  but 
as  a  grazing  area,  as  a  renewable  grazing 

^  resource  with  further  potential. 

r      B-022/C        It  is  an  exercise  in  futility  to  designate  as 
4ii  wilderness  any  areas  with  real  oil  and  gas 


Other 


potential, 


B-058/I**      I  am  indeed  against  keeping  cattle  from  the 

river,  and  against  any  areas  set  aside  along 
the  rivers .   I  have  fished  the  Big  Hole  River 
from  Melrose  to  Twin  Bridges  and  waded  it  most 
of  the  way.   Why  change  it?   It  works,  the 
fishing  is  fine,  the  fish  are  good  to  eat,  and 
it  is  easy  to  catch  a  limit.   You  always  boil 
the  water  to  cook  with  it,  anyway.   Why  change 
it?   The  fish  have  plenty  of  food,  the  game 
get  along  with  the  water,  as  do  the  stock. 

_  I  rest  my  case.   There  is  always  tularemea  in 

the  rabbits  and  gophers  anyway ... .This  is  only 

^  covering  the  area  from  the  lower  Nez  Perce  to 

the  Butte  Highlands,  but  over  300  million  tons 
of  sulfides  are  indicated  and  tell  me  how  is  any 

Ikl  public  comment,  or  instant  study  going  to  treat 

such  complex  research.   Simply  the  blind  leading 
the  blind.   How  can  musicians,  radio  personalities, 

:^  desk  jobbers  understand  years  of  sweat  and  out  of 

pocket  money  on  property  that  has  been  used  by 
the  public. ..  (for)  .. .over  100  years.   By  my 
family  since  1865  in  fact.   How  can  geologists, 
mining  engineers,  game  wardens,  foresters,  etc., 
all  trained  personnel,  and  prospectors  be  allowed 
to  be  upset  in  their  trained  professions  by  a  few 
misguided  pie  in  the  sky  screwball  weirdos  who 
think  they  know  something?   How  can  complete  areas 
be  fouled  up,  reserved,  set  aside,  etc.  over  the 
mature  judgement  of  old  time  professionals?   I 
rest  my  case. 
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054    -    NEZ    PERCE    HOLLOW 


1 


GENERAL  OPINIONS  (CONT.) 
Other  (Cont,) 


B-022/C 


PRIVATE  LAND 


MSO-101/I** 


B-022/C 


HL  sees  some  future  management  problems  of 
magnitude  for  the  BLM  should. . . (this) . . .area 
become  wilderness.   The  boundaries ...  are  extremely 
irregular.   It  will  require  a  transit  and  section 
corner  to  know  whether  you  are  in  or  out  of  a 
designated  area.   Cross  country  vehicle  travel 
is  possible  and  during  the  hunting  season  preva- 
lent on  much  of  the  terrain  within  the  designated 
area.   HL  has  seen  too  many  fellow  citizens  in 
action  to  believe  they  will  respect  road  closures 
or  wilderness  boundaries.   An  area  must  be  physi- 
cally inaccessible  to  vehicles  or  it  will  be 
driven  on.   These  areas  cannot  be  easily  closed 
off.   There  are  parcels  of  private  land  in  all 
four  areas  varying  from  100  to  320  acres.   Many 
additional  parcels  of  private  land  would  be 
isolated  by  the  closure  of  access  roads  (vehicular 
ways)  across  wilderness.   This  gives  rise  to  legal 
questions  such  as  condemnation  of  private  lands, 
easement  to  private  land,  severance  payable  for 
rendering  private  land  inaccessible,  etc....HL 
feels  the  BLM  has  the  legal  right  to  consider 
public  lands  for  wilderness.   We  do  not  feel  the 
BLM  has  the  legal  right  to  so  consider  private 
lands . 


I 
I 
I 


I 


I 


Wilderness  areas  should  not  include  state  or  fee 
lands  (i.e.  this  area). 

A  wilderness  in  054  would  more  or  less  isolate 
the  NW/NW  of  Sec.  10,  T3S,  R8W.   This  could  cause 
some  management  problems . 


I 


m\ 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 

Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 
B-022/C 


A  vehicular  way  which  proceeds  north  to  the  NE 
of  Sec.  3,  T3S,  R8W.   This  vehicular  way  is 
imperative  to  the  maintenance  of  fence ... .Roads 
(vehicular  ways)  identified  in  the  specific 
comments  have  received  regular  and  continuous 
use  since  circa  1900  to  serve  grazing  livestock 
and  the  people  who  tended  them.   It  must  be 


I 
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*■"    PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS  (CONT.) 

""      Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways  (Cont . ) 

B-022/C        pointed  out  that  older  roads  have  evolved  from 
(Cont.)        single  horse  trails  to  buckboard  roads  to  motor- 
^  ized  vehicle  roads.   As  a  result  they  are  the 

easiest  routes  from  one  place  to  another.   In 
a  time  when  mechanical  means  for  maintenance  and 
improvement  were  unavailable,  these  roads  were 
*■  placed  where  maintenance  and  improvement  were 

unnecessary.   In  managing  McCartney  Mountain, 

EHL  personnel  drive  a  motorized  vehicle  on  these 
roads  or  they  ride  a  horse  or  they  walk.   The 
ranch  personnel  do  little  cross-country  vehicular 
travel,  and  it  is  perfectly  clear  that  you  drive 
on  a  road  regardless  of  definition  and  ride  a 
***  horse  or  walk  elsewhere. 

Fences 

B-022/C        Fences. 

irt      Reservoirs  and  Stock  Watering  Devices 

B-022/C        Water  developments. 


B-055/C        Water  stock  improvements  are  essential  for  range 

management . 

Minerals 

B-055/C        The  areas  are  highly  mineralized  and  have  seen 

extensive  mining. 

B-022/C        Each  of  the  four  areas ...  (in  the  proposed 

McCartney  AMP:   025,  054,  058,  059)  is  wholly  or 
partially  under  an  oil  and  gas  lease. 

MSO-101/I**     There  is  additional  mineral  resource  potential 

in  this  area.   Surveys  already  carried  out  have 
noted  the  occurrences  of  valuable  minerals  in 
this  area, ., .gold,  silver,  lead,  zinc. 

MSO-042/I**    Has  high  potential  for  base  metal  massive  sulfide 

deposits. 


I  ■ 
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PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS  (CONT.) 


'Mil 


I 


Minerals  (Cont . ) 


MSO-075/I 


Grazing 
B-022/C 


Timber 


B-055/C 


The  area  is  considered  to  have  potential  for 
base  and  precious  metals  in  Precambrian  and 
Paleozoic  rocks.... The  area  is  considered  to 
have  potential  for  uranium  in  Devonian  rocks, 


If  area  becomes  a  wilderness  and  restrictions 
kill  the  proposed  Sawmill  Canyon  water  project, 
the  proposed  AMP  will  severely  be  hindered.   The 
loss  of  this  project  will  cause  the  loss  of  the 
potential  grazing  use  in  the  area.... If  wilderness 
prevented  this  development,  a  massive  amount  of 
AUM's  would  be  lost  and  that  area  would  remain 
useless  for  cattle  grazing. .. .We  hear  environmental 
groups  (Sierra  Club)  stating  that  all  grazing  must 
cease  in  wilderness  areas.   The  handwriting  is  on 
the  wall.   In  the  not  distant  future  there  will 
be  no  grazing  in  designated  wilderness  areas. 


Very  little  timber  is  available. 


S 

i 
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WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 


Naturalness 


B-022/C 


Wilderness  inventory  area  054  is  not  roadless 
according  to  use  and  naturalness  is  somewhat 
spoiled  by  fences  and  spring  development. ... 
These  facilities  cannot  help  but  diminish  the 
naturalness  of  these  areas,  to  reduce  the  quality 
of  the  area  as  true  wilderness. 


i 
I 
S 
I 


Opportunities  for  Solitude 
B-022/C 


B-055/C 


Visual  and  audio  solitude  is  more  of  a  wishful 
thought  than  a  reality. 

Owing  to  the  configuration  and  size,  one  could 
easily  stand  almost  anywhere  and  see  out  of  the 
v^ilderness  proposal. 
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r 

"•   WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 

P      Opportunities  for  Solitude 

B-022/C        HL  must  question  the  solitude  of  the... unit  under 

consideration.   Interstate  15  lies  west.  Highway 
41  lies  east,  the  county  road  from  Glen  to  Twin 
Bridges  lies  south,  and  the  county  road  from 
Melrose  to  Twin  Bridges  cuts  across  the  general 
area  to  the  north.   One  must  be  in  a  deep  hole  on 
a  windy  day  not  to  be  able  to  hear  motorized 
vehicles  and  mechanized  farming  activities.   The 
greater  portions  of  the  four  areas  (025,  054,  058, 

W  059)  are  treeless,  partially  flat  (the  exception 

being  the  mountain  itself) ,  and  in  general  lie 

r^'.  above  the  surrounding  land  mass  resulting  in 

1^  broad  visual  contact  with  man's  encroachments 

below.   This  visual  and  audio  contact  make  the 

,-  area  inferior  in  terms  of  solitude  to  most  public 

lands  located  in  Beaverhead  and  Madison  Counties, 

*•*  Montana . 

Opportunities  for  Primitive  Recreation 

B-022/C        As  to  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation,  there 

is  not  a  body  of  water  large  enough  to  sail, 
float  a  boat,  or  sustain  a  fishery  in  the  whole 
area. ., .Opportunities  for  primitive  and  unconfined 
recreation  are  nearly  entirely  absent,  certainly 
not  outstanding. 

Supplemental 

MSO-009/E      Present  grazing  should  be  evaluated  to  determine 

its  effect  on  the  existing  mountain  sheep  popula- 
tion.... It  is  important  to  determine  the  limiting 
factor  on  the  mountain  sheep  to  see  what  can  be 
done  to  increase  their  numbers. 

B-022/C        During  hunting  season,  the  wildlife  population 

consists  of  approximately  35  antelope  in  Unit  059, 
'"^  about  20  antelope  in  Unit  054,  approximately  60 

'^  elk  in  Unit  058,  and  a  few  scattered  deer  in 

singles  and  small  herds  in  all  four  areas.   This 
is  a  small  wildlife  resource  for  a  total  area  of 
;  some  200,000  acres  (including  both  public  and 

private  lands . 
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NR  J 

1 

PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 

1 

1 

Minerals 

MSO-42/I**      This  area  has  high  potential  for  base  metal 

massive  sulfide  deposits. 
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GENERAL  OPINIONS 


f 
1^ 


1 
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Decision-related 

B-002/C        I  am  disappointed  in  the  exclusion  of  Area  #56 

SIZE-  AND/OR  BOUNDARY- RELATED  COMMENTS 

B-55/C         Its  5,500  acres  of  a  doughnut  shape,  with  a 

private  section  in  the  center,  does  not  lend 
to  the  configuration  necessary  for  wilderness. 

PRIVATE  LAND 

MSO-101/I**    Wilderness  areas  should  not  include  state  or 

fee  lands  (i.e.  this  area). 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 

Minerals 

MSO-42/I**     Situated  in  a  highly  prospective  environment 

for  uranium  accumulation  and  (is)  the  subject 
of  current  uranium,  reconnaissance. 


WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 

Supplemental 

B-002/C        Excellent  deer  range. 

Other 

B-55/C         It  is  totally  too  close  to  the  railroad  and  the 

highway  and  would  certainly  lack  the  quality  of 
solidarity. 
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GENERAL  OPINIONS 


057  -  ANGLERS  PARADISE  ISLAND  NR   ^ 

I 


Decision-related 

B-002/C        I  am  disappointed  in  the  exlusion  of  Area  #57. 

WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 
Supplemental 
B-002/C        Excellent  deer  range. 


w» 


I 
1 

I 

m 

I 


m 


i  058  -  MCCARTNEY  MOUNTAIN  r 


4w   GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-related 


MSO-009/E      Should  be  studied  for  wilderness. 

I       B-115/C        I  don't  think  this  area  should  be  made  into 
*  wilderness  because  of  the  oil  and  gas 

exploration  leases  on  this  unit. 

im      B-078/C        Not  suitable  for  wilderness  designation. 


P 

i 


c 
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MSO-080/I**    Based  on  the  lack  of  outstanding  opportunities 

for  solitude  or  a  primitive  and  unconfined  type 
of  recreation  and  the  need  for  domestic  energy, 
I  request  that  (this  unit)  be  dropped  from 
wilderness  review  and  returned  to  multiple  use 
management. 

B-076/C        I  am  totally  opposed  to  inclusion  of  McCartney 

Mountain  as  designated  wilderness  because  to 
do  so  would  be  to  prostitute  the  wilderness 
system. 

B-022/C        It  is  an  exercise  in  futility  to  designate  as 

wilderness  any  areas  with  real  oil  and  gas 
potential. 

Other 

MSO-075/I      It  is  recommended  that  this  roadless  area  be 

kept  in  the  multiple-use  classification. 

SIZE-  and/or  BOUNDARY-RELATED  COMMENTS 

B-022/C        HL  sees  some  future  management  problems  of 

magnitude  for  the  BLM  should  any  of  these  areas 
become  wilderness.   The  boundries  of  all  four 
extemely  irregular.   It  will  require  a  transit 
and  a  section  corner  to  know  whether  you  are  in 
or  out  of  a  designated  area.   Cross  country 
vehicle  travel  is  possible  and  during  the 
hunting  season  prevelant  on  much  of  the  terrain 
within  the  designated  areas.   HL  has  seen  too 
many  fellow  citizens  in  action  to  believe  they 
will  respect  road  closures  or  wilderness  boundries. 
An  area  must  be  physically  inaccessable  to  vehicles 
or  it  will  be  driven  upon.   These  areas  cannot 
be  easily  closed  off.   There  are  parcels  of 
private  land  in  all  four  areas  varying  from  100 
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SIZE-  and/or  BOUNDARY- RELATED  COMMENTS  (CONT.) 


I 
1 


I 


B-022/C        to  320  acres.   Many  additional  parcels  of  private 
(Cont.)       land  would  be  isolated  by  the  closure  of  access 
roads  (vehicular  ways)  across  wilderness.   This 
gives  rise  to  legal  question  such  as  condemnation 
of  private  lands,  easement  to  private  land,  sever- 
ence  payable  for  rendering  private  land  inaccessable, 
etc.   HL  feels  the  BLM  has  the  legal  right  to 
consider  public  lands  for  wilderness.   We  do  not       i 
feel  the  BLM  has  the  legal  right  to  so  consider       ^ 
private  lands. 

MSO-080/I**     Because  of  the  extreme  irregular  configuration  of     ^..r 

this  unit,  it  should  be  considered  as  two  units, 
both  of  which  would  be  under  5000  acres  and 
returned  to  multiple  use  management. 


B-076/C        The  acreage  is  barely  acceptable. 

PRIVATE  LAND 

MSO-101/I**    Wilderness  areas  should  not  include  state  or  fee 

lands.   (i.e.  this  area) 

B-055/C        Enclose  sizeable  amounts  of  private  property. 

B-076/C        There  is  a  big  chunk  of  private  land  right  in  the 

middle  of  the  unit. 

B-078/C        Area  includes  private  land. 

B~022/C        The  two  roads  which  give  access  to  the  northern 

portion  of  058  cross  the  deeded  ground  of  HL.   At 
the  present  time  public  use  of  this  ground  has 
not  been  restricted,  but  in  the  event  that  0  58 
becomes  a  wilderness,  access  to  the  wilderness 
from  the  north  side  may  be  hindered. 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 


I 
I 


Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 


I 


MSO-07  5/I      The  Burma  Road,  the  major  access  route  to  this 

area,  would  be  cut  be  proposed  Sec.  35,  T4S,  R8W. 

The  Sandy  Hollow  Road,  which  branches  north  from 

the  Burma  Road,  would  be  cut  at  its  originating 

point  by  proposed  Sec.  35.   The  Sandy  Hollow  Road     ■ 

is  the  closest  access  road  to  BN  Fee  Section  ™ 
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^      PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS  (CONT.) 

^'"'^  Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways  (Cont.) 

MSO-075/I      E%  23,  containing  most  of  Block  Mountain  (columnar- 
(Cont.)     basalt),  T4S,  R8W. 

B-078/C        Road  access. 

B-076/C        At  least  one  vehicle  way. 

«i 

MSO-080/I**     Road  along  Kalsta  Ditch  in  sec.  2,  4S-9W,  and 
p'  the  road  along  Timber  Canyon  in  Sees.  12  &  15, 

^  4S-9W  and  Sec.  7,  4S-8W. 

«^'-     B-055/C        Crossed  by  roads. 

B-022/C        Roads  (vehicular  ways)  identified  in  the  specific 

comments  have  received  regular  and  continuous  use 
since  circa  1900  to  serve  grazing  livestock  and 

*•*  the  people  who  tended  them.   It  must  be  pointed 

out  that  older  roads  have  evolved  from  single 
horse  trails  to  buckboard  roads  to  motorized 

^  vehicle  roads.   As  a  result  they  are  the  easiest 

routes  from  one  place  to  another.   In  a  time  when 
mechanical  means  for  maintenance  and  improvement 
were  unavailable,  these  roads  were  placed  where 
maintenance  and  improvement  was  unnecessary.   In 

^^  managing  McCartney  Mtn.  HL  personnel  drive  a 

motorized  vehicle  on  these  roads  or  they  ride  a 

^ir  horse  or  they  walk.   The  ranch  personnel  do  little 

cross-country  vehicular  travel,  and  it  is  perfectly 

'  clear  that  you  drive  on  a  road  regardless  of 

^  definition  and  ride  a  horse  or  walk  elsewhere. 

Utility  Rights  of  Way 
^     B-076/C        Power  lines. 


E 


Fences 

B-022/C         The  proposed  AMP  calls  for  a  short  drift  fence  in 

Sections  31  or  32,  T3SR8W.   This  fence  is  impera- 
tive to  the  proper  management  of  the  Earl's 
Gulch  area.   If  a  wilderness  disallows  this  fence, 
it  would  present  a  serious  range  management  problem 
in  Earl's  Gulch. 

B-076/C        Fencing.  * 


^40        § 
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PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS  (CONT.)  '^'^ 

Reservoirs  and  Stock  Watering  Devices 

B-022/C        Water  developments. 

B-076/C        Water  reserves ... .Developed  springs.  m 

Minerals 

MSO-075/I      This  area  contains  Tertiary-Cretaceous  granitic 

intrusive  in  contact  with  upper  Paleozoic  and 
Mesozoic  sediments  and  a  small  unit  of  Tertiary 
volcanics. . . .Two  mines  are  located  within  BLM 
proposed  wilderness  area  in  T4S,  R8W,  the  Hidden 
Treasure  Mine  in  Sec.  9  is  a  gold  mine  whose 
status  is  currently  unknown;  the  Mueller  Mine 
in  Sec.  3  and  4  is  a  gold,  silver,  lead  mine  which 
has  produced  ore  by  open  pit  methods ....  The  primary 
industrial  mineral  potential  of  the  area  is 
phosphate  from  the  Phosphoria  Formation.   Secon- 
dary potential  comes  from  the  limestone  in  the 
Madison  Formation  and  Quarternary  and  Tertiary 
sand  and  gravel. ...  Potential  for  discoveries  of 
other  metallic  mineral  deposits  has  to  be  considered 
to  be  at  least  moderate. .. .The  area  has  at  least 
moderate  potential  for  geothermal  resources. 

MSO-080/I**     3  mines  in  Sec.  7.  >, 

B-078/C        Mining  developments. .. .Gas  exploration  leases.        ^ 

B-055/C        This  area  is  highly  mineralized,  with  one  active 

silver  mine  on  the  fringe.  *i 

B-02  2/C        Each  of  the  four  areas  (in  the  proposed  McCartney 

AMP  025,  054,  058,  059)  is  wholly  or  partially 
under  an  oil  and  gas  lease. 

Grazing 

B-078/C        Range  development. 

B-055/C        Because  of  the  October  22,  1979,  deadline  for 

filing  mining  claims  on  BLM,  a  complete  assess- 
ment of  mining  claims  in  the  area  is  not  practical. 


n 


kni 


B-022/C         Those  portions  of  058  included  within  the  boundries 

of  the  McCartney  Grazing  Allotment  are  outstanding,  _ 
not  in  wilderness  potential,  but  as  a  grazing  area,  n 
as  a  renewable  grazing  resource  with  further  '" 

potential. 


141 


0  58  -  MCCARTNEY  MOUNTAIN 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS  (CONT.) 


Grazing  (Cont.) 
B-022/C 


We  hear  environmental  groups  (Sierra  Club)  stating 
that  all  grazing  must  cease  in  wilderness  areas. 
The  handwriting  is  on  the  wall.   In  the  not 
distant  future  there  will  be  no  grazing  in  desig- 
nated wilderness  areas. 


W* 


B-076/C 


B-115/C 


Timber 


Also  the  value  of  the  forage  for  livestock  grazing 
and  its  history  of  grazing  use  make  it  more  valuable 
as  livestock  range  than  as  a  recreation  use. 

There  are  several  grazing  allotments  being  used 
here. 


B-087/A 


We  would  prefer  to  have  not  studied  for  intensive, 
for  we  do  not  think  there  will  be  excessive  timber 
harvest  here. 


Recreation 


B-087/A 


Vehicles  should  be  permitted  to  enter  for  hunters' 
use. 


WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 


Naturalness 


B-022/C 


B-076/C 


Wilderness  inventory  area  058  is  not  roadless 
according  to  use  and  naturalness  is  somewhat 
spoiled  by  fences  and  spring  development. . . . 
These  facilities  cannot  help  but  diminish  the 
naturalness  of  these  areas,  to  reduce  the  quality 
of  the  areas  as  true  wilderness. 

Roads  are  terrible  wilderness  boundaries  because  of 
the  impact  they  have  on  the  naturalness  within  the 
unit  for  some  distance  from  the  road. 


Opportunities  for  Solitude 


B-115/C 


It  is  in  view  of  the  free  way  and  the  roar  of 
the  trucks  going  up  the  hill  is  not  an  "Outstand- 
ing Opportunity  for  solitude." 


742 


058  -  MCCARTNEY  MOUNTAIN 
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WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS  (CONT.) 

■■-i«»t 
Opportunities  for  Solitude  (Cont.)  I 

B-022/C        HL  must  question  the  solitude  of  the  four  units 

under  consideration.   Interstate  15  lies  west. 
Highway  41  lies  east,  the  county  road  from  Glen      m 
to  Twin  Bridges  lies  south,  and  the  county  road 
from  Melrose  to  Twin  Bridges  cuts  across  the         m 
general  area  to  the  north.   One  must  be  in  a  deep     ^' 
hole  on  a  windy  day  not  to  be  able  to  hear  motorized 
vehicles  and  mechanized  farming  activities.   The 
greater  portions  of  the  four  areas  are  treeless, 
partially  flat  (the  exception  being  the  mountain 
itself) ,  and  in  general  lie  above  the  surrounding 
land  mass  resulting  in  broad  visual  contact  with 
man's  encroachment  below.   This  visual  and  audio 
contact  make  the  four  areas  inferior  in  terms  of 
solitude  to  most  public  lands  located  in  Beaverhead 
and  Madison  Counties,  Montana. .. .Visual  and  audio 
solitude  is  more  of  a  wishful  thought  than  a 
reality. 


Opportunities  for  Primitive  Recreation 

B-022/C        Opportunities  for  primitive  and  unconfined 

recreation  are  nearly  entirely  absent,  certainly 
not  outstanding. .. .There  is  not  a  body  of  water 
large  enough  to  sail,  float  a  boat,  or  sustain  a 
fishery  in  the  whole  area. 


Supplemental 

B-022/C        During  hunting  season  the  wildlife  population 

consists  of  approximately  35  antelope  in  unit  059, 
about  20  antelope  in  unit  054,  approximately  60 
elk  in  unit  058,  and  a  few  scattered  deer  in 
singles  and  small  hords  in  all  four  areas.   This 
is  a  small  wildlife  resource  for  a  total  area  of 
some  200,000  acres  (including  both  public  and 
private  lands) . 


I 

I 
I 


B-076/C        Roads  are  terrible  wilderness  boundaries  because     ^ 

of  the  impact  they  have  on  the  opportunities  for      II 
primitive  recreation  within  the  unit  for  some        ™ 
distance  from  the  road.... The  proximity  of  the 
area  to  the  Interstate  highway  and  its  sage-brush 
and  scrub  timber  vegetation  types  make  it  an         ^ 
exceedingly  unlikely  candidate  for  primitive 
recreation  use. 


\^ 


m- 
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^   WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS  (CONT.) 


Supplemental  (Cont.) 

MSO-075/I       It  should  be  noted  that  this  area  is  used  by 

numerous  universities  (Univeristy  of  Montana  and 
others)  to  train  geology  students  in  field  map- 
ping.... The  complex  structure,  wide  variety  of 
formations  and  lithologies  and  excellent  exposure 
of  the  geology  makes  this  area  ideally  suited  for 
the  training  of  geologists.   The  topographic 
relief  of  the  area  necessitates  the  use  of  the 
Burma  Road  and  Sandy  Hollow  Road  for  adequate 
access. 

MSO-009/E      Special  consideration  for  elk  calving  and  winter- 
ing values. 

B-115/C        There  are  plenty  of  rattlesnakes  in  that  area. 


I 
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GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-related 


MSO-075/I      We  recommend  that  Unit  059  not  be  recommended 

for  wilderness  study. 


Other 

MSO-080/I**     The  vehicle  way  bisecting  the  unit  effectively 

makes  two  units,  both  under  5,000  acres  and 
should  be  put  back  into  multiple  land  use. 

MSO-075/I      It  is  recommended  that  this  roadless  area  be 

kept  in  the  multiple-use  classification. 

B-070/C        You  are  asking  for  a  big  can  of  worms  to  police 

(this)  area — and  your  efforts  would  in  most 
cases  be  wasted. 

MSO-075/I       Recommendation  of  this  unit  for  wilderness  study 

will  significantly  affect  our  ability  to  manage 
these  lands  for  many  multiple  use  resources. 

B-022/C        In  the  event  of  a  strict  wilderness. .. (the  two 

springs  which  lie  on  HL  deeded  ground  near  the 
boundaries  of  059)... could  become  unavailable 
as  a  water  source  for  059. 


SIZE-  AND/OR  BOUNDARY- RELATED  COMMENTS 

MSO-075/I       Conformity  with  the  wilderness  characteristics 

guidelines  in  the  case  of  Unit  059  are  question- 
aible.   The  area  is  extremely  narrow  with  the 
maximum  distance  from  unit  center  to  the  nearest 
exterior  boundary  being  approximately  1/2  mile. 


I 
1 

I 
1 
1 


MSO-080/I**    Biased  on  the  lack  of  outstanding  opportunities 

for  solitude  or  a  primitive  and  unconfined  type 
of  recreation  and  the  need  for  domestic  energy, 
I  request  that  all  units  mentioned  be  dropped 
from  wilderness  review  and  returned  to  multiple 
use  management.  I 

B-022/C        It  is  an  exercise  in  futility  to  designate  as 

wilderness  any  areas  with  real  oil  and  gas 
potential . 


I 

I 
I 


I 
I 
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059  -  BLOCK  MOUNTAIN 


k»  SIZE-  AND/OR  BOUNDARY-RELATED  COMMENTS  (CONT.) 

B-022/C        HL  sees  some  future  management  problems  of 

magnitude  for  the  BLM  should. .. (this)  area 
become  wilderness.   The  boundaries .. .are 
extremely  irregular.   it  will  require  a  transit 
and  a  section  corner  to  know  whether  you  are  in 
or  out  of  a  designated  area.   Cross  country 
vehicle  travel  is  possible  and  during  the 
hunting  season  prevalent  on  much  of  the  terrain 
within  the  designated  area.   HL  has  seen  too 
many  fellow  citizens  in  action  to  believe  they 
will  respect  road  closures  or  wilderness  bound- 
aries.  An  area  must  be  physicall  inaccessible 
to  vehicles  or  it  will  be  driven  upon.   (This) 
area  cannot  be  leasily  closed  off.   There  are 
parcels  of  private  land  in  (this)  area  varying 
from  100  to  320  acres.   Many  additional  parcels 
of  private  land  would  be  isolated  by  the  closure 
of  access  roads  (vehicular  ways)  across  wilder- 
ness.  This  gives  rise  to  legal  questions  such 
as  condemnation  of  private  lands,  easement  to 
private  land,  severance  payable  for  rendering 
private  land  inaccessible,  etc.   HL  feels  the 
BLM  has  the  legal  right  to  consider  public  lands 
for  wilderness.   We  do  not  feel  the  BLM  has  the 
legal  right  to  so  consider  private  lands . 

PRIVATE  LAND 

B-022/C        If  WSA  025  and  059  become  wilderness,  it  would 

isolate  1,600  acres  of  Burlington  Northern  lease, 
This  ground  is  in  Sec.  25,  23,  &  13,  all  in 
T4S,  R8W;  and  Sec.  19  in  T4S,  R7W.   This  could 
result  in  losses  to  both  the  lessee  and  lessor 
and  a  possible  legal  action  against  the  BLM. 
Mud  Springs  would  also  be  isolated  if  059  became 
a  wilderness.   Since  this  area  holds  the  only 
source  of  water  within  059,  it  could  cause 
damage  either  to  the  private  land  owner  or  the 
BLM. 

MSO-101/I**    Wilderness  areas  should  not  include  state  or 

fee  lands  (i.e.  this  area). 

B-055/C        The  area. . .encloses  sizeable  amounts  of  private 

property. 
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059  -  BLOCK  MOUNTAIN 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 

Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 

MSO-0  75/I      The  Burma  Road,  the  major  access  route  to  this 

area,  would  be  cut  by  proposed  Sec.  35,  T4S, 
R8W. 


t 
I 
t 
I 


would  be  cut  by  proposed  Sec.  35,  T4S,  • 

The  Sandy  Hollow  Road,  which  branches  Qi 
north  from  the  Burma  Road,  would  be  cut  at  its 

originating  point  by  proposed  Sec.  35.   The  -m 

Sandy  Hollow  Road  is  the  closest  access  road  ■ 

to  BN  Fee  Sec.  E%  23,  containing  most  of  Block  * 
Mountain  (columnar  basalt),  T4S,  R8W. 


B-022/C        Rocky  Road  (vehicular  way)  starts  in  the  NE 

of  Sec.  29  and  continues  in  a  northwesterly 
direction  through  Sec.  20,  19,  &  18  in  T4S, 

R7W;  and  Sec.  13  &  12  in  T4S,  R8W Roads 

(vehicular  ways)  identified  in  the  specific 

comments  have  received  regular  and  continuous        m 

use  since  circa  1900  to  serve  grazing  livestock      1 

and  the  people  who  tended  them.   It  must  be 

pointed  out  that  older  roads  have  evolved  from 

single  horse  trails  to  buckboard  roads  to 

motorized  vehicle  roads.   As  a  result,  they  are 

the  easiest  routes  from  one  place  to  another. 

In  a  time  when  mechanical  means  for  maintenance 

and  improvement  were  unavailable,  these  roads 

were  placed  where  maintenance  and  improvement 

was  unnecessary.   In  managing  McCartney  Mountain, 

HL  personnel  drive  a  motorized  vehicle  on  these 

roads  or  they  ride  a  horse  or  they  walk.   The 

ranch  personnel  do  little  cross-country  vehicular 

travel,  and  it  is  perfectly  clear  that  you  drive 

on  a  road  regardless  of  definition  and  ride  a 

horse  or  walk  elsewhere. .. .Several  vehicular 

ways  may  have  to  be  established  to  properly 

locate  two  or  three  wells  and  some  fence  which 

are  essential  to  the  proper  distribution  of 

cattle  in  a  good  management  plan. 


1 1 
I 


I 
I 


B-055/C        Crossed  by  roads. 
Fences 

B-022/C        The  existing  two  miles  of  fence  is  primarily  a 

three  wire  fence. 


I 
1 

1 
I 
I 
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059  -  BLOCK  MOUNTAIN 

PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS  (CONT.) 
Utility  Rights  of  Way 

B-022/C        A  pipeline  which  would  cross  Sec.  31,  T3S,  R7W 
.  and  could  provide  water  for  the  lower  Nez  Perce 
area  could  be  lost  if  a  wilderness  were  created. 
This  pipeline  would  provide  water  to  an  area 

seldom  used  by  cattle  for  lack  of  water. 

Water  developments . 

Minerals 

B-055/C        This  area  is  highly  mineralized,  with  one  active 

silver  mine  on  the  fringe. .. .Because  of  the 
October  22,  1979,  deadline  for  filing  mining 
claims  on  BLM,  a  complete  assessment  of  mining 
claims  in  the  area  is  not  practical. 

MSO-075/I      This  area  contains  Tertiary-Cretaceous  granitic 

intrusive  in  contact  with  upper  Paleozoic  and 
Mesozoic  sediments  and  a  small  unit  of  Tertiary 
volcanics . . . .Two  mines  are  located  within  BLM 
proposed  wilderness  area  in  T4S,  R8W:   the  Hidden 
Treasure  Mine  in  Sec.  9  is  a  gold  mine  whose 
status  is  currently  unknown;  the  Mueller  Mine 
in  Sec.  3  &  4  is  a  gold,  silver,  and  lead  mine 
which  has  produced  ore  by  open  pit  methods .... 
The  primary  industrial  mineral  potential  of  the 
area  is  phosphate  from  the  Phosphoria  Formation. 
Secondary  potential  comes  from  the  limestone  in 
the  Madison  Formation  and  Quarternary  and 
Tertiary  sand  and  gravel ... .Potential  for  dis- 
coveries of  other  metallic  mineral  deposits  has 
to  be  considered  to  be  at  least  moderate.... 
The  area  has  at  lease  moderate  potential  for 
geothermal  resources . 

B-022/C        Each  of  the  four  areas... (in  the  proposed 

McCartney  AMP:  025,  054,  058,  059)... is  wholly 
or  partially  under  an  oil  and  gas  lease. 

MSO-042/I**     Situated  in  a  highly  prospective  environment 

for  uranium  accumulation  and  (is)  the  subject 
of  current  uranium  reconnaissance. 
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059  -  BLOCK  MOUNTAIN 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS  (CONT.) 


Grazing 
B-022/C 


Timber 


B-087/A 


Recreation 
B-087/A 


If  a  wilderness  disallows. . .fences (in  the 
southern  section  of  the  AMP) ,  proper  distribu- 
tion of  livestock  may  not  be  achieved  and  over- 
grazing of  certain  areas  could  result.... If 
this  area  becomes  a  wilderness  and  (the  two  or 
three  wells  which  need  to  be  drilled)  are 
forbidden,  the  southern  half  of  059  will  lose 
its  livestock  grazing  potential. .. .The  proposed 
AMP  calls  for  the  building  of  fences  and  the 
drilling  of  wells  to  properly  manage  059  for 
cattle  grazing,  a  part  of  multiple  use.   If 
these  plans  are  disrupted  by  the  creation  of 
a  wilderness,  the  whole  southern  section  of 
059  would  be  rendered  useless  as  far  as  cattle 
grazing  is  concerned. .. .The  southern  half  of 
this  allotment  has  no  known  water.   To  become 
a  viable  grazing  unit,  two  or  three  wells  have 
to  be  drilled.   These  are  outlined  in  the 
proposed  AMP.... We  hear  environmental  groups 
(Sierra  Club)  stating  that  all  grazing  must 
cease  in  wilderness  areas.   The  handwriting  is 
on  the  wall.   In  the  not  distant  future  there 
will  be  no  grazing  in  designated  wilderness 
areas. .. .Those  portions  of  059  included  within 
the  boundaries  of  the  McCartney  Grazing  Allot- 
ment are  outstanding,  not  in  wilderness  poten- 
tial, but  as  a  grazing  area,  as  a  renewable 
grazing  resource  with  further  potential. 


Area  059... we  would  prefer  to  have  not  studied 
for  intensive,  for  we  do  not  think  there  will 
be  excessive  timber  harvest  here. 


Vehicles  should  be  permitted  to  enter  for 
hunters'  use. 


1 

I 

I 

I 
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I 
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i^  059  -  BLOCK  MOUNTAIN 


WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 


Naturalness 


B-070/C 


B-022/C 


fi 


(There  are)  very  few  acres  in  the  entire  area 
from  which  a  major  highway  or  electic  lights 
cannot  be  seen. 

Wilderness  inventory  area  059  is  not  roadless 
according  to  use  and  naturalness  is  somewhat 
spoiled  by  fences  and  spring  development. 
These  facilities  cannot  help  but  diminish  the 
naturalness  of  the  area,  to  reduce  the  quality 
of  the  area  as  true  wilderness. 


Opportunities  for  Solitude 


B-022/C 


I 


W 


MSO-075/I 


r 


HL  must  question  the  solitude  of  the  four  units 
(025,  054,  058,  059)  under  consideration. 
Interstate  15  lies  west.  Highway  41  lies  east, 
the  county  road  from  Glen  to  Twin  Bridges  lies 
south,  and  the  county  road  from  Melrose  to  Twin 
Bridges  cuts  across  the  general  area  to  the 
north.   One  must  be  in  a  deep  hole  on  a  windy 
day  not  to  be  able  to  hear  motorized  vehicles 
and  mechanized  farming  activities.   The  greater 
portions  of  the  four  areas  are  treeless, 
partially  flat  (the  exception  being  the  mountain 
itself) ,  and  in  general  lie  above  the  surrounding 
land  mass,  resulting  in  broad  visual  contact  with 
man's  encroachments  below.   This  visual  and  audio 
contact  make  the  four  areas  inferior  in  terms  of 
solitude  to  most  public  lands  located  in 
Beaverhead  and  Madison  Counties,  Montana. 
Visual  and  audio  solitude  are  more  of  a  wishful 
thought  than  a  reality. 

Hardly  achieves  the  solitude  attributes  necessary 
for  wilderness  study  recommendation. 


Opportunities  for  Primitive  Recreation 


MSO-075/I 


Hardly  achieves  the  unconfined  recreation  attri- 
butes necessary  for  wilderness  study  recommenda- 
tion. 


B-022/C 


Opportunities  for  primitive  and  unconfined 
recreation  are  nearly  entirely  absent,  certainly 
not  outstanding. .. .There  is  not  a  body  of  water 
large  enough  to  sail,  float  a  boat,  or  sustain 
a  fishery  in  the  whole  area. 


150 


059  -  BLOCK  MOUNTAIN 


WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS  (CONT.) 


Supplemental 
B-022/C 


MSO-009/E 
MSO-075/I 


Other 


B-070/C 


MSO-009/E 


During  hunting  season  the  wildlife  population 
consists  of  approximately  35  antelope  in  Unit 
059,... and  a  few  scattered  deer  in  singles  and 
small  herds  in  all  four  areas  (025,  054,  058, 
059) .  This  is  a  small  wildlife  resource  for 
a  total  area  of  some  200,000  acres  (including 
both  public  and  private  lands) . 

Important  to  antelope. 

It  should  be  noted  that  this  area  is  used  by 
numerous  universities  (University  of  Montana 
and  others)  to  train  geology  students  in  field 
mapping. .. .The  complex  structure,  wide  variety 
of  formations  and  lithologies  and  excellent 
exposure  of  the  geology  makes  this  area  ideally 
suited  for  the  training  of  geologists.   The 
topographic  relief  of  the  area  necessitates 
the  use  of  the  Burma  Road  and  Sandy  Hollow  Road 
for  adequate  access . 


There  is  nothing  here  that  resembles  a  wilder- 
ness area. 

Has  marginal  wilderness  values. 


I 
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062  -  POINT  OF  ROCKS  ISLAND  NR 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 

Decision-related 

MS0-9/E        Should  be  managed  as  wilderness  if  Tobacco  Root 

Mountains  are  so  classified. 

Other 

B-061/C        Should  be  developed  for  public  access  or  maybe 

traded  in  the  area  for  suitable  access. 


WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 

Supplemental 

MSO-99/E       This  area  is  of  particular  significance  to 

wildlife  and  use  of  it  affects  the  fishery  values, 
We  feel  that  its  management  must  be  preservation 
in  character,  however,  this  could  and  probably 
should  be  accomplished  outside  of  formal  wilder- 
ness classification.   Retaining  it  in  this 
evaluation  process  until  special  management 
provisions  for  it  are  developed  is  acceptable. 

MSO-100/E       I  recommend  that  river  island  areas  be  included 

in  the  inventory  because  of  their  ecological 
significance  and  importance  to  wildlife. 


S 
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06  3  -  SHAKY  SPRING  R 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Dec is ion- related 


Other 

B-61/C         Should  be  considered  for  trade  or  developed  to 

get  access  to  forest  or  possible  future  wilderness 

SIZE-  and/or  BOUNDARY-RELATED  COMMENTS 

MSO-101/I**    There  are  many  areas  being  considered  for  wilder- 
ness which  border  Forest  Service  land.   These  BLM 
areas,  in  themselves,  are  too  small  to  constitute 
a  wilderness  area,  and  it  is  not  valid  to  assume 
that,  because  they  are  bounded  by  National  Forest, 
they  need  not  incompass  5,000  acres. 

PRIVATE  LAND 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 

Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 

B-61/C         May  already  be  a  road. 


1 


1 

fli 

I 

HI 


MSO-99/E       Should  be  continued  in  the  intensive  inventory 

pending  final  disposition  of  the  Tobacco  Root 
Mountain  wilderness  potential. 

MSO-100/E      Should  all  be  continued  in  the  inventory  because 

of  contiguity  with  the  Tobacco  Roots  RARE  II  area. 

MS0-9/E        Should  be  managed  as  wilderness  if  Tobacco  Root 

Mountains  are  so  classified. 

B-55/C         It  is  the  writer's  understanding  that  that  part  of 

the  Tobacco  Root  Mountains  to  which  these  areas        |> 
are  an  appendage  was  not  considered  for  wilderness    ^ji 
designation  by  the  Forest  Service.   It  therefore 
seems  unlogical  that  these  lands  should  be  encum- 
bered by  any  wilderness  designation. 


I 
I 


I 

I 


MS0-75/I       A  wilderness  classification  of  this  unit  could        I 

conceivably  restrict  access  to  BN  fee  sections,       9- 
especially  if  BLM  units  were  combined  with  Forest 
Service  units. 


I 
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'^       06  3    -    SHAKY   SPRING 

I 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS  (CONT.) 
Minerals 
MSO-75/I       Potential  for  uranium. 


t 


I 


I 
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0  64  -  BUMBY  MOUNTAIN 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Dec is ion- related 


MSO-99/E 

MSO-100/E 

MS0-9/E 

B-55/C 


Other 


B-61/C 


PRIVATE  LAND 


MSO-75/I 


Minerals 


MSO-75/I 


Should  be  continued  in  the  intensive  inventory 
pending  final  disposition  of  the  Tobacco  Root 
Mountain  wilderness  potential. 

Should  be  continued  in  the  inventory  because  of 
contiguity  with  the  Tobacco  Roots  RARE  II  area. 

Should  be  managed  as  wilderness  if  Tobacco  Root 
Mountains  are  so  classified. 

It  is  the  writer's  understanding  that  part  of  the 
Tobacco  Root  Mountains  to  which  these  areas  are 
an  appendage  was  not  considered  for  wilderness 
designation  by  the  Forest  Service.   It  therefore 
seems  unlogical  that  these  lands  should  be  encum- 
bered by  any  wilderness  designation. 


Should  be  considered  for  trade  or  developed  to 
get  access  to  forest  or  possible  future  wilderness 


A  wilderness  classification  of  this  unit  could 
conceivably  restrict  access  to  BN  fee  sections, 
especially  if  BLM  units  were  combined  with  Forest 
Service  units. 


I 
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i 
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Potential  for  uranium. 
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065    -    DRY   GULCH  nR 


E 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-related 


£ 


MSO-052/C**     I  am  requesting  that  you  include. .. (this  unit).., 

in  your  proposal  for  intensive  inventory  which 
I  feel  was  erroneously  recoiranended  as  non- 
wilderness  . 

MSO-086/C      ...should  be  added  to  your  intensive  inventory 

list.   I  feel. . . (it) . . .has  strong  wilderness 
characteristics . 

MSO-088/C      Please  reconsider  and  include  for  intensive 

inventory. 

MSO-09  3/E*     I  believe  that  this  land  should  be  included  for 

wilderness  study  potential. 

MSO-09  4/E      Insufficient  documentation  has  been  provided  to 

drop  this  area  at  this  stage  of  the  review. 

B-061/C        Should  be  considered  for  trade  or  developed  to 

get  access  to  forest  or  possible  future  wilder- 
ness. 

MSO-009/E      Should  be  managed  as  wilderness  if  Tobacco 

Root  Mountains  are  so  classified. 

MSO-099/E      Should  be  continued  in  the  intensive  inventory 

pending  final  disposition  of  the  Tobacco  Root 
Mountain  wilderness  potential. 

MSO-100/E      Should  be  continued  in  the  inventory  because 

of  contiguity  with  the  Tobacco  Roots  RARE  II 
area. 

r-    SIZE-  AND/OR  BOUNDARY- RELATED  COMMENTS 

MSO-103/C      Denial  of  potential  wilderness  protection  for 

this  handsome  and  extremely  important  unit 
solely  because  it  doesn't  individually  meet  the 

^  size  criterion  will  be  another  major  loss  to  the 

public.   Again,  there  must  be  some  way  to  group 
separate  units  into  a  whole,  as  with  a  group  of 

4h  islands.   We  urge  you  to  meet  the  size  require- 

ment by  some  form  of  grouping,  or  to  waive  the 

p  requirement,  or  to  otherwise  assure  that  these 

valuable  lands  be  intensively  inventoried. 
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065  -  DRY  GULCH 


SIZE-  AND/OR  BOUNDARY-RELATED  COMMENTS  (CONT.) 


MSO-101/I** 


There  are  many  areas  being  considered  for 
wilderness  which  border  Forest  Service  land. 
These  BLM  areas,  in  themselves,  are  too  small 
to  constitute  a  wilderness  area,  and  it  is  not 
valid  to  assume  that,  because  they  are  bounded 
by  National  Forest,  they  need  not  encompass 
5,000  acres. 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 


Minerals 


MSO-101/I** 


There  is  additional  mineral  resource  potential 
in  this  area.   Surveys  already  carried  out  have 
noted  the  occurrences  of  valuable  minerals  in 
this  area. . .copper ,  gold,  silver,  lead,  zinc. 


WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 

Opportunities  for  Primitive  Recreation 

B-079/C        Fantastic  primitive  recreation  potential, 

Other 


MSO-103/C 

B-079/C 
MSO-066/E 


MSO-091/C 


Island  of  "high,"  "unique,"  sites,  of  everything 
that  makes  for  the  finest  wilderness — precious 
islands  floating  next  to  a  sea  of  Forest  Service 
]RARE  II  folly. 

High  wilderness  characteristics. 

Must  be  reconsidered  for. . . (its) . . .wilderness 
value  because. .. (it) .. .does  have  wilderness 
characteristics:   naturalness,  unconfined  and 
primitive  recreation  and  outstanding  opportuni- 
ties for  solitude,  as  set  forth  by  the  19  64 
Wilderness  Act, 

As  a  native  of  this  part  of  Montana  I  have  been 
conscious  of  the  irreplacable  beauty  of  this 
area  for  most  of  my  life.   In  recent  years  as  a 
Civil  Air  Patrol  search  pilot  I  have  had  occa- 
sion to  re-examine  most  of  them  intensively  from 
the  air,  confirming  my  conviction  that  they  are 
of  high  wilderness  value  and  should  be  protected, 


I 


I 


I 
I 
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066    -    GEORGIA   GULCH    ,  NR 


I 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 

Decision-related 

MSO-052/C**     I  am  requesting  that  you  please  include  in  your 

proposal  for  intensive  inventory  (Area  066) 
which  I  feel  was  erroneously  recommended  as 
non-wilderness. 

...should  be  added  to  your  intensive  inventory 
list.   I  feel  they  have  stong  wilderness 
characteristics. 

Please  reconsider  and  include  for  intensive 
inventory. 

I  believe  that  this  land  should  be' included  for 
wilderness  study  potential. 

Insufficient  documentation  has  been  provided 
to  drop  this  area  at  this  stage  of  the  review. 

Should  be  managed  as  wilderness  if  Tobacco 
Root  Mountains  are  so  classified. 

Should  be  continued  in  the  intensive  inventory 
pending  final  disposition  of  the  Tobacco  Root 
Mountain  wilderness  potential. 

Should  be  continued  in  the  inventory  because 
'^  of  contiguity  with  the  Tobacco  Roots  RARE  II 

area. 

iy     B-061/C        Should  be  considered  for  trade  or  developed 

to  get  access  to  forest  or  possible  future 
wilderness. 

u 

^.   SIZE-  AND/OR  BOUNDARY-RELATED  COMMENTS 

r  ^ 

^     MSO-103/C      Denial  of  potential  wilderness  protection  for 

this  handsome  and  extremely  important  unit 

"  solely  because  it  doesn't  individually  meet 

t^  the  size  criterion  will  be  another  major  loss 

to  the  public.   Again,  there  must  be  some  way 
to  group  separate  units  into  a  whole,  as  with 

i  a  group  of  islands.   We  urge  you  to  meet  the 

size  requirement  by  some  form  of  grouping,  or 
to  waive  the  requirement,  or  to  otherwise  assure 

f  that  these  valuable  lands  be  intensively 

I*  inventoried. 


w 

MSO-086/C 

E 

MSO-08  8/C 
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066  -  GEORGIA  GULCH 


SIZE-  AND/OR  BOUNDARY-RELATED  COMMENTS 


MSO-101/I** 


There  are  many  areas  being  considered  for 
wilderness  which  border  Forest  Service  land. 
These  BLM  areas,  in  themselves,  are  too  small 
to  constitute  a  wilderness  area,  and  it  is 
not  valid  to  assume  that,  because  they  are 
bounded  by  National  Forest,  they  need  not 
encompass  5,000  acres. 


I 
I 


I 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 


Minerals 


MSO-101/I** 


There  is  additional  mineral  resource  potential 
in  this  area.   Surveys  already  carried  out  have 
noted  the  occurrences  of  valuable  minerals  in 
this  area, .. .copper,  gold,  silver,  lead,  zinc. 


WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 

Opportunities  for  Primitive  Recreation 


B-079/C 

Other 

MSO-103/C 


B-079/C 
MSO-066/E 


MSO-091/C 


Fantastic  primitive  recreation  potential, 


Island  of  "high,"  "unigae,"  sites,  of  everything 
that  makes  for  the  finest  wilderness — precious 
islands  floating  next  to  a  sea  of  Forest  Service 
RARE  II  folly. 

High  wilderness  characteristics. 

Must  be  reconsidered  for  their  wilderness  value 
because  they  do  have  wilderness  characteristics: 
naturalness,  unconfined  and  primitive  recreation 
and  outstanding  opportunities  for  solitude,  as 
set  forth  by  the  1964  Wilderness  Act. 

As  a  native  of  this  part  of  Montana  I  have  been 
conscious  of  the  irreplacable  beauty  of  this  area 
for  most  of  my  life.   In  recent  years  as  a  Civil 
Air  Patrol  search  pilot  I  have  had  occasion  to 
reexamine  most  of  them  intensively  from  the  air, 
confirming  my  conviction  that  they  are  of  high 
wilderness  value  and  should  be  protected. 


I 

I 
I 
I 
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4i  067    -   MILL   GULCH  NR 


t 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-related 


£ 


I 


E 


MSO-052/C**    I  am  requesting  that  you  please  include. .. (this 

unit)... in  your  proposal  for  intensive  inventory 
(Area  067)  which  I  feel  was  erroneously  recommended 
as  non-wilderness. 

MSO-088/C      Please  reconsider  and  include  for  Intensive  Inven- 
tory. 

MSO-093/E*     I  believe  that  this  land  should  be  included  for 

wilderness  study  potential. 

MSO-094/E*      Insufficient  documentation  has  been  provided  to 

drop  this  area  at  this  stage  of  the  review. 

MSO-009/E      Should  be  managed  as  wilderness  if  Tobacco  Root 

Mountains  are  so  classified. 

MSO-099/E      Should  be  continued  in  the  intensive  inventory 

pending  final  disposition  of  the  Tobacco  Root 
Mountain  wilderness  potential. 

MSO-100/E      Should  be  continued  in  the  inventory  because  of 

contiguity  with  the  Tobacco  Roots  RARE  II  area. 

B-061/C        Should  be  considered  for  trade  or  developed  to 

get  access  to  forest  or  possible  future  wilderness. 

SIZE-  and/or  BOUNDARY-RELATED  COMMENTS 

MSO-103/C      Denial  of  potential  wilderness  protection  for 

this  handsome  and  extremely  important  unit  solely 
because  it  doesn't  individually  meet  the  size 
criterion  will  be  another  major  loss  to  the  public. 
Again,  there  must  be  some  way  to  group  separate 
units  into  a  whole,  as  with  a  group  of  islands.... 
We  urge  you  to  meet  the  size  requirement  by  some 
form  of  grouping,  or  to  waive  the  requirement,  or 
to  otherwise  assure  that  these  valuable  lands  be 
intensively  inventoried. 
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067  -  MILL  GULCH 


WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 


I 
1 


Opportunities  for  Primitive  Recreation  ■ 

B-079/C        Fantastic  primitive  recreation  potential. 

Supplemental  ■ 

MSO-103/C      Island  of  "high,"  "unique,"  sites,  of  everything 

that  makes  for  the  finest  wilderness  —  precious      '^ 
islands  floating  next  to  a  sea  of  Forest  Service 

■RARE   II  folly. 

m 

B-079/C        High  wilderness  characteristics.  ^ 

MSO-066/E      Must  be  reconsidered  for  their  wilderness  value 

because  they  do  have  wilderness  characteristics: 
naturalness,  unconfined  and  primitive  recreation 
and  outstanding  opportunities  for  solitude,  as        ■ 
set  forth  by  the  1964  Wilderness  Act.  y[ 


I 


MSO-091/C      As  a  native  of  this  part  of  Montana  I  have  been 

conscious  of  the  irreplaceable  beauty  of  this 
area  for  most  of  my  life.   In  recent  years  as  a       **' 
Civil  Air  Patrol  search  pilot  I  have  had  occasion 
to  re-examine  most  of  them  intensively  from  the        \ 
air,  confirming  my  conviction  that  they  are  of       ml 
high  wilderness  value  and  should  be  protected. 


I 
1 
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068  -  JASMINE  CREEK  NR 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 

Decision-related 

MS0-2/C        (Shown  on  the  map  for  intensive  inventory  but 

shown  in  the  text  for  none).   This  area  does 
contain  wilderness  qualities  that  demand  a 
closer  look,  therefore,  it  should  be  carried 
forward . 

Other 

B-061/C        Possible  to  trade  some  areas  to  gain  more  winter 

range  for  elk  and  deer . . . .Pinyon  juniper  is 
likely  timber  pine. 

SIZE-  AND/OR  BOUNDARY-RELATED  COMMENTS 

B-87/A         We  recommend. .. (this  area) .. .be  included  with 

069. 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 

Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 
B-061/C        Some  roads. 

WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 
Supplemental 

MSO-99/E       Dominated  by  the  presence  of  the  rare  axolotl 

adding  a  special  concern  to  areas  with  already 
significant  wildlife  values ... .Could  probably 
best  be  protected  by  some  special  wildlife 
considerations  and  should  continue  in  the 
inventory  until  such  protection  is  provided. 


b 
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069  -  AXOLOTL  LAKES  r   ij 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-related 


MSO-100/E      Should  be  included  in  the  inventory  in  part 

because  of  it's  particular  importance  as  habitat 
for  the  rare  axolotl  salamander. 

MSO-002/C      Axolotl  Lakes  does  contain  wilderness  qualities 

that  demand  a  closer  look,  therefore  should  be 
carried  forward. 


1 
I 
I 


MSO-009/E      Should  be  retained  as  wilderness  to  protect  ■ 

axolotls,  a  rare  f ormi  lof  tiger  salamander,  and  " 
to  protect  elk  winter  range  and  prehistoric 

sites.  • 

B-059/C        It  is  a  shame  to  see  it  acquire  a  roadless  status. 

B-085/C        I  feel  that  this  area  should  be  withdrawn  from       M 

the  wilderness  proposal  as  this  area  is  very  much 
used  by  the  ranchers  for  summer  range  and  for 
mining  and  there  is  approximately  4,000  acres 
of  good  timber  land  which  would  be  an  asset  to       W* 
the  logging  industry. 


kumf 


B-048/C        I  am  against  closing  any  of  this  area  where  there 

is  an  established  road  or  trail,  to  any  grazing 
headquarters  or  mining  property.  There  is  some  m. 
of  this  area  that  has  no  "jeep  trails"  so  let's  I 
leave  it  that  way.  We  sure  as  hell  don't  need 
any  more  "wilderness"  in  Montana.  We  certainly 
have  enough  now.... I  would  welcome  some  game  ■ 
preserve  in  this  area,  but  this  certainly  can  be  * 
accomplished  without  "wilderness"  classification. 
Public  domain  such  as  this  is,  is  for  the  public 
to  use,  not  be  barred  from,  by  a  group  of  interests 
from  an  area  other  than  Montana,  who  don't  give 
a  damn  about  us  people  who  have  to  live  here. 

B-068/C        Deer,  elk,  antelope,  moose,  coyotes,  etc.  abound 

on  the  driveway  as  do  hunters,  fisherroen,  snow- 
mobiliers,  etc.   Every  species  is  existing  in 
good  harmony  close  to  Ennis  and  Virginia  City. 
Only  wilderness  groups  making  tremendous  noise  and 
who  are  a  minority  want  Axolotl  Lakes  in  wilderness, 
The  vast  majority  wish  to  keep  this  area  in  the 
concept  of  Multiple  Use,  as  the  Beaverhead  Forest 
has  found. 


I 


I 
I 
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069  -  AXOLOTL  LAKES 

GENERAL  OPINIONS  (CONT.) 

Other 

B-059/C        I  think  you  are  elaborating  controls  on  this  area, 

How  many  people  are  going  to  enjoy  this  area  once 
you  close  it?  A  number  of  ranchers  are  going  to 
suffer  greatly  by  your  needless  cutbacks  in  num- 
bers.  And  then  a  beautiful  area  is  really  going 
to  waste. 

MSO-075/I      A  wilderness  classification  could  restrict  access 

to  legally  reserved  BN  mineral  reservations  from 
the  West. 


B-048/C        Where  there  is  saleable  timber,  poles,  posts, 

logs,  it  should  be  harvested  in  a  selective 
w  manner,  rather  than  a  clear  cut.   The  latter 

type  of  operation  to  be  used  only  if  the  timber 

Bis  dead,  or  bug  infested,  or  there  can  be  salvage 
from  a  fire. 

B-048/C        If  there  is  evidence  enough  of  overgrazing,  then 
'.  1   will  go  along  with  some  reduction. 


B-061/C        Work  out  some  trades,  agreements,  and  possibly 

more  water  developments  in  the  area. 

SIZE-  and/or  BOUNDARY- RELATED  COMMENTS 

B-097/C        Contiguous,  I  believe,  to  present  USFS  Wilderness 

Study  Areas. 

PRIVATE  LAND 

B-094/C        We  own  the  west  h   of  Sec.  35  T7-R2W  on  the 

Wigwam  Creek. 

MSO-101/I**    Wilderness  areas  should  not  include  state  or 

fee  lands.   (i.e.  this  area) 

PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 

Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 

B-076/C         (Area)  is  not  roadless. 

MSO-075/I      Vehicular  ways  that  lead  to  BN  AMR  Sec.  25  also 

pass  through  the  unit. 
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0  69  -  AXOLOTL  LAKES 

PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS  (CONT.) 

Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways  (Cont.) 

B-061/C        Clearly  not  roadless — regularly  traveled  and 

maintained  to  connect  Crocket  Lake. .. .Roads  do 
go  to  Axolotl  Lake  and  on  to  fish  hatchery. 


I 
1 
I 


w 


B-048/C        There  are  several  roads  through,  and  into,  this 

general  area.  U 

MSO-101/I**    The  fact  that  these  roads  often  extend  through  and 

across  these  areas  suggests  that  they  play  a  larger 
role  in  rural  access  than  might  some  isolated        W 
dead-end  road.   Whether  or  not  maintained  by 
mechanical  means,  these  roads  may  be  essential  to 
the  maintenance  of  existing  resource  uses.   They 
are  incompatible  with  a  meaningful  interpretation 
of  what  is  meant  by  wilderness ... .Roads  passing      m 
through. . . (area  shown) . . .by  the  Montana  AMS  and      ■ 
topographic  maps . 


B-030/C        Roads  No.  1,  2,  and  4  are  used  by  myself  for 

prospecting  at  least  once  a  week  from  June  to 
December. .. .All  roads  No.  1,  2,  3,  4,  5,  and  6 
are  used  by  myself  and  many  others  for  fishing, 
hunting,  recreation,  wood  cutting,  and  access 
to  other  lands ... .Roads  No.  1,  2,  and  4  are 
maintained  with  dozer  and  blade  whenever  needed. 

B-031/C        Batchlor  Gulch  Road  was  constructed  by  Garrison 

Mining  Co.  in  the  50 's  and  was  maintained  by  them 
for  several  years. .. .Spring  Gulch  Road  has  been 
maintained. .. .This  road  is  used  by  miners, 
stockmen,  sportsmen,  and  snowmobilers.   I  have 
used  the  road  many  times  for  bird  hunting  and 
snowmobiling  in  the  winter  time. .. .Racetrack  Road 
has  been  used  by  stockmen  and  sportsmen. 

Minerals 

B-085/C        This  area  has  some  patented  mining  claims  that 

are  worked  each  year  on  the  Alder  Gulch  side  of 
this  area.  wi 


I 
I 

I 


MSO-042/I**     Contains  basal  tertiary  gravels  which  contain 

anomalous  uranium  values  and  also  have  a  history 
of  containing  gold. 


I 

B-076/C        Contains  mining  developments  in  the  Alder  Gulch      ■ 


area. 
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069  -  AXOLOTL  LAKES 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS  (CONT.) 

Minerals  (Cont.) 

B-076/C        Is  of  great  value  for  the  possible  future  develop- 
ment of  minerals. 

MSO-075/I      The  area  is  considered  to  have  uranium  potential 

in  Tertiary  volcanics. 

Grazing 

B-076/C         (This  area)  is  of  great  value  as  a  grazing  area.... 

A  stock  driveway  in  the  area... is  used  by  many 
ranchers  to  trail  cattle  to  summer  range.   The 
driveway  should  remain  open  and  should  be  avail- 
able to  the  ranchers  to  use  with  horses,  pick-up 
trucks,  motor-bikes,  or  however  they  wish  to  use 
it  to  obtain  access  to  their  grazing  lands. 

B-085/C        This  area  is  a  very  good  summer  range  area  for 

several  ranches  in  Madison  County ... -There  is  a 
stock  driveway  which  has  to  be  used  each  spring 
and  fall  in  order  for  the  ranchers  to  get  into 
and  out  of  this  and  other  summer  ranges  which 
would  present  a  very  big  problem  for  them  in  their 
operations  if  this  was  put  into  a  wilderness  area. 

B-059/C         (Area)... has  too  many  potentials  for  grazing.... 

Through  this  area  close  to  3500  head  of  livestock 
travel  to  the  forest. 

B-068/C        The  records  of  the  BLM  will  show  that  this  drive- 
way (Axolotl  Stock  Driveway)  has  been  used  many 
years  by  many  sheep  and  cattle  ranchers  as  the 
only  route  to  Forest  permits.   At  this  time  at 
least  1300  head  of  cattle  and  2000  sheep  are 
using  this  stock  driveway.   These  permits  are 
all  at  the  top  of  the  Gravelly  Range  and  there 
is  no  way  to  haul  the  cattle  with  trucks,  even  if 
there  were  trucks  and  diesel  to  do  so.   Ranchers 
must  have  this  driveway.   These  cattle  and  sheep 
only  pass  through  and  do  not  spend  enough  time 
to  overgraze  this  area. 

Timber 

B-076/C        Is  of  great  value  as  a  timber  harvesting  area.... 

(This)  timber ...  should  be  harvested  to  aid  the 
economy. 
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069  -  AXOLOTL  LAKES 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS  (CONT.) 


Recreation 
B-031/C 

B-076/C 
B-085/C 


B-061/C 
B-052/E 


I  have  used  Spring  Gulch  Road  many  times  for 
snowmobiling. 

The  Axolotl  Lakes  immediate  area  has  been  heavily 
used  recreationally.   I  understand  that  this  unit 
is  a  popular  hunting  area  and  also  receives 
snowmobile  use  in  the  winter. 

This  area  is  used  for  hunting  in  the  fall  for  elk, 
deer,  and  upland  birds. .. .This  area  is  used  for 
snowmachines  in  the  winter  time  as  it  is  a  good 
place  for  a  family  to  take  a  nice  one  day  trip. 

This  is  a  heavily  used  and  highly  suitable  snow- 
mobile area. 

I  am  concerned  about  the  use  by  four-wheel  drive 
enthusiasts  in  this  area.   This  might  have  some 
bearing  on  the  wilderness  classification. 


I 
I 
I 
I 

I 

i 


1 


WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 


Naturalness 
B-076/C 

Supplemental 
B-076/C 


MSO-099/E 


B-031/C 


Numerous  mines,  vehicle  ways,  and  prospecting 
holes. . .destroy  the  naturalness  of  the  area. 


The  unique  ecological  feature  of  the  area  is  the 
Axolotl.   Indications  are  that  roadless  designa- 
tion will  help  protect  and  preserve  this  unusual 
animal  condition.   I  feel  that  proper  management 
can  protect  this  animal  without  making  the  area 
a  wilderness  and  still  allow  people  to  enjoy  the 
area  recreationally  and  obtain  some  economic 
return  from  it.... The  area  is  also  of  importance 
as  big  game  habitat  and  management  for  these 
should  be  allowed. 

Dominated  by  the  presence  of  the  rare  axolotl 
adding  a  special  concern  to  areas  with  already 
significant  wildlife  values. 

Bozeman  College  students  (have  written)  papers 
on  the  axolotl  fish. 


I 

I 


I 
I 
I 


c 


E 

c 


167 


069  -  AXOLOTL  LAKES 

WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS  (CONT.) 
Supplemental  (Cont.) 

B-094/C        Besides  being  a  summer  and  winter  range  for  ante- 
lope, deer  and  elk  as  mentioned  in  the  wilderness 
inventory,  moose,  black  bear,  golden  eagles  and 
bald  eagles  inhabit  the  area. .. .We  can  see  game 
and  non-game  animals  feeding  on  portions  of  the 
southern  and  eastern  slopes  of  unit  069  year  around. 


t 
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0  70  -  SWEETWATER 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 
Decision-related 


I 

.  I 
I 
I 

MSO-009/E      Should  be  studied  for  wilderness. 

■ 
B-055/C        It  is  certainly  not  what  one  would  consider  W 

prime  wilderness  inasmuch  as  it,  too,  is  very 

dry,  without  much  timber  and  lots  of  sagebrush. 

y 

B-070/C        Nothing  here  that  resembles  wilderness  area. 

PRIVATE  LAND  • 

MSO-101/l**    Wilderness  areas  should  not  include  state  or         ~ 

fee  lands  (i.e.  this  area).  », 

PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 


Grazing 

B-0  70/C        It  does  need  a  good  range  management  plan. 

There  are  very  fragile  soils  and  very  erosive. 


I 
I 


Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 

B-061/C        Roads  should  be  maintained  for  reasonable 

multiple  use  of  the  area. 

Minerals  .   ^i 

B-055/C        This  area  is  particularly  sensitive  mineral-wise      ■ 

because  of  the  numerous  scattered  talc  outcrop-       g 
pings .   Because  of  the  unknown  overthrusts ,  the 
area  is  sensitive  to  oil  and  gas  exploration. 

MSO-075/I      This  area  is  considered  to  have  potential  for         ^ 

base  and  precious  metals  in  Precambrian  rocks . . . 
potential  for  uranium  in  Precambrian  and 
Tertiary  rocks.  yj 


I 
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^   070  -  SWEETWATER 

•*   WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 

^  Opportunities  for  Solitude 

B-055/C        There  is  a  question  that  it  would  provide  the 

solidarity  required  by  wilderness. 

Supplemental 

i  MSO-009/E      Special  attention  to  critical  deer  winter  range, 

■•  the  prehistoric  chent  quarry,  and  other  recrea- 

tional opportunities. 


I 
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071  -  ELK  GULCH 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-related 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 


Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 


B-042/R        I  have  personally  carried  out  the  maintenance 

work  on  Roads  #1  and  #2.... I  can  also  testify 
that  Roads  #3  and  #4  have  been  maintained  by  the 
Cornell  Ranch. 


I 
I 

I 


B-042/R        The  land  now  under  study  (that  is  a  part  of  my 

ranching  operation)  clearly  and  obviously  does 
not  meet  wilderness  criteria. 

B-055/C        This  area  is  opposed  for  wilderness. 

B-061/C        There  is  no  need  for  wilderness  if  good  multiple 

use. 

B-070/C        No  wilderness  capability. 

B-042/R        This  land  is  much  too  close  to  town  (Dillon)  to 

be  what  I  consider  a  Wilderness  Area.   It  is 
readily  accessible  to  people  and  is  already  an 
area  that  is  heavily  used. 

w 

SIZE-  and/or  BOUNDARY-RELATED  COMMENTS 

B-042/R        This  land  is  mostly  surrounded  by  deeded  ground.  J 

Therefore  people  that  hike  or  ride  horseback  into 

this  area  would  have  to  get  permission  from  private  '[ 

land  owners  to  get  there.  ^j 


I 

I 


y 


^1 


B-042/R        Road  was  constructed  by  1915  with  a  team  and  plow; 

maintenance  work  on  road  by  removing  rocks , 
repairing  washouts,  and  filling  gulleys  using 
horses,  tractors,  and  hand  labor.   Road  was 
constructed  by  1916  with  a  team  and  plow;  main- 
tenance work  on  road  by  removing  rocks ,  repairing     mn 
washouts,  and  filling  gulleys  using  horses, 
tractors,  and  hand  labor.   Roads  were  built  by        ■ 
19  30  and  have  been  maintained  by  the  Cornell         Q 
Ranch.   All  of  these  roads  are  used  for  servicing 
livestock,  fence  maintenance,  pole  harvest,  hunt-     __ 
ing  and  recreationists.   These  roads  generally       M 
used  on  an  average  of  at  least  once  per  day  from      ■ 
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071  -  ELK  GULCH 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS  (CONT.) 

Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways  (Cont.) 


B-042/R 
(Cont. ) 


B-042/R 


Minerals 


June  15  through  November  25.   These  roads  are 
used  mainly  by  livestock  owners,  hunters,  recrea- 
tionists,  and  federal  agency  personnel. 

The  land  in  my  area  and  the  surrounding  area  has 
many  roads  used  for  servicing  livestock,  fence 
maintenance,  hunting  and  by  recreationists. 


B-055/C 


I 


I 


B-042/R 
B-013/I 

Grazing 
B-042/R 


B-070/C 
B-042/R 

Timber 
B-061/C 


Mineral  resources,  active  mines,  which  include 
a  graphite  mine,  a  talc  mine,  a  vermiculite  and 
a  nickel  copper  mine.   Actually,  there  are  some 
100  claims  still  being  held  on  the  Perodite,  on 
Elk  Creek.... The  Sauerbier  mining  project  is  adja- 
cent to  the  area,  and  available  timber  resources 
should  be  used. 

Mining  activity  in  the  Elk  Creek  Drainage. 

Contains  high  potential  for  future  operating  talc 
mines. 


The  land  in  area  071  has  been  primarily  used  for 
grazing  purposes  for  numerous  years....!  feel  it 
would  be  most  helpful  to  the  land  user  as  well  as 
the  BLM  if  the  people  doing  the  surveys  were 
people  that  are  familiar  with  this  area  and  have 
a  good  basic  understanding  of  the  livestock 
industry. 

This  area  looks  better  for  having  a  range  manage- 
ment plan. 

I  feel  this  land  would  prove  to  be  more  beneficial 
if  it  were  left  as  grazing  lands  to  help  produce 
the  much  needed  food  for  the  people  of  this  country. 


Pinyon  is  likely  timber  pine. 


Ml 


071  -  ELK  GULCH 


WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 


I 


Supplemental 
MSO-100/E 


B-042/R 


MSO-099/E 


MSO-009/E 


Other 


B-013/I 


Contains  high  wildlife  values ... .Management  empha- 
sis should  be  directed  toward  maintaining  these 
values  if  these  areas  are  dropped  from  the  inven- 
tory. 

This  land  would  not  be  useful  as  a  wilderness 
because  it  has  few  timbered  areas  which  usually 
are  a  part  of  the  habitat  of  big  game  animals. 
Elk,  bear  and  other  big  game  animals  do  not  exist 
as  it  is  not  suitable  to  their  habitat.   The 
creeks  do  not  contain  fish  so  fishing  would  not 
be  available  to  recreationists  using  the  land. 

Has  been  noted  to  be  critical  to  wildlife.   If 
dropped  from  the  inventory  special  emphasis 
should  be  given  to  preserving  those  values. 

Should  be  considered  for  wilderness  to  protect 
a  raptor  breeding  area,  deer  winter  range  and 
for  its  relationship  to  Montana  Fish,  Wildlife 
and  Parks  winter  range. 


Its  wilderness  characteristics  are  doubtful. 


I 
I 


I 
I 
I 
I 


i^ 


I 


I 
I 
I 


r 
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072  -  BELMONT  NR 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 

Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 

B-61/C         Has  regularly  traveled  road. 

Minerals 

MSO-42/I**     Situated  in  a  highly  prospective  environment  for 

uranium  accumulation  and  (is)  the  subject  of 
current  uranium  reconnaissance. 

MSO-75/I       This  area  is  considered  to  have  potential  for  base 

and  precious  metals  in  Precambrian  rocks. . .potential 
for  uranium  in  Precambrian  and  Tertiary  rocks. 

MSO-101/I**    There  is  additional  mineral  resource  potential  in 

this  area.   Surveys  already  carried  out  have  noted 
the  occurrences  of  valuable  minerals  in  this  area..., 
Aluminum,  bentonite. 


E 
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073  -  PONY  .  NR 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-related 


ness, 

MSO-086/C       ...  should  be  added  to  your  intensive  inventory 

list.   I  feel. . .  (it  has) . . .strong  wilderness 
characteristics . 

MSO-088/C      Please  reconsider  and  include  for  Intensive 

Inventory. 

MSO-066/E      Must  be  reconsidered  for  their  wilderness  value 

because  they  do  have  wilderness  characteristics: 
naturalness,  unconfined  and  primitive  recreation 
and  outstanding  opportunities  for  solitude,  as 
set  forth  by  the  19  64  Wilderness  Act. 

MSO-093/E*     I  believe  that  this  land  should  be  included  for 

wilderness  study  potential. 


I 


MSO-052/C**     I  am  requesting  that  you. .. include  in  your  pro- 
posal for  intensive  inventory  (Area  073)  which  I      ^ 
feel  was  erroneously  recommended  as  non-wilder-       I 


I 
I 


I 
I 

MSO-094/E*     Insufficient  documentation  has  been  provided  to       _ 

drop  this  area  at  this  stage  of  the  review.  I 

MSO-099/E      Should  be  continued  in  the  intensive  inventory 

pending  final  disposition  of  the  Tobacco  Root 
Mountain  wilderness  potential.  i.^; 

MSO-009/E      Should  be  managed  as  wilderness  if  Tobacco  Root 

Mountains  are  so  classified. 

MSO-100/E      Should  be  continued  in  the  inventory  because  of 

contiguity  with  the  Tobacco  Roots  RARE  II  area.        ; 

SIZE-  and/or  BOUNDARY- RELATED  COMMENTS  H 


Vtssf 


MSO-103/C      Denial  of  potential  wilderness  protection  for  this 

handsome  and  extremely  important  unit  solely 
because  it  doesn't  individually  meet  the  size  , 

criterion  will  be  another  major  loss  to  the  public. 
Again,  there  must  be  some  way  to  group  separate 
units  into  a  whole,  as  with  a  group  of  islands.       H 
We  urge  you  to  meet  the  size  requirement  by  some      ■ 
form  of  grouping,  or  to  waive  the  requirement,  or 
to  otherwise  assure  that  these  valuable  lands  be 
intensively  inventoried. 


I 


?75 


073  -  PONY 


r 

I 

E 


SIZE-  and/or  BOUNDARY-RELATED  COMMENTS  (CONT.) 


MSO-101/I** 


There  are  many  areas  being  considered  for  wild- 
erness which  border  Forest  Service  land.   These 
BLM  areas,  in  themselves,  are  too  small  to  con- 
stitute a  wilderness  area,  and  it  is  not  valid 
to  assume  that,  because  they  are  bounded  by  National 
Forest,  they  need  not  encompass  5,00  0  acres. 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 

Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 
B-061/C 


Need  area  for  access  or  possible  trade  to  connect 
with  forest. 


L 


WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 

Opportunities  for  Primitive  Recreation 

B-079/C        Fantastic  primitive  recreation  potential, 

Supplemental 

B-061/C        Elk  winter  range. 

Other 


Snat 


Bui 

E 


MSO-103/C 

B-079/C 
MSO-091/C 


Island  of  "high,"  "unique,"  sites,  of  everything 
that  makes  for  the  finest  wilderness  —  precious 
islands  floating  next  to  a  sea  of  Forest  Service 
RARE  II  folly. 

High  wilderness  characteristics. 

As  a  native  of  this  part  of  Montana  I  have  been 
conscious  of  the  irreplaceable  beauty  of  this  area 
for  most  of  my  life.   In  recent  years  as  a  Civil 
Air  Patrol  search  pilot  I  have  had  occasion  to 
re-examine  most  of  them  intensively  from  the  air, 
confirming  my  conviction  that  they  are  of  high 
wilderness  value  and  should  be  protected. 
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074  -  WILLOW  CREEK  NR 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-related 


MSO-052/C**     I  am  requesting  that  you. .. include  in  your 

proposal  for  intensive  inventory  (area  074) 
which  I  feel  was  erroneously  recommended  as 
non-wilderness . 

MSO-086/C      ...should  be  added  to  your  intensive  inventory 

list.   I  feel... (it  has) ...  strong  wilderness 
characteristics. 

MSO-088/C      Please  reconsider  and  include  for  Intensive 

Inventory. 

MSO-09  3/E*      I  believe  that  this  land  should  be  included 

for  wilderness  study  potential. 

MSO-094/E*     Insufficient  documentation  has  been  provided 

to  drop  this  area  at  this  stage  of  the  review. 

MSO-099/E      Should  be  continued  in  the  intensive  inventory        ■ 

pending  final  disposition  of  the  Tobacco  Root         * 
Mountain  wilderness  potential. 


MSO-009/E      Should  be  managed  as  wilderness  if  Tobacco 

Root  Mountains  are  so  classified. 

MSO-100/E      Should  be  continued  in  the  inventory  because 

of  contiguity  with  the  Tobacco  Roots  RARE  II 
area. 


SIZE-  AND/OR  BOUNDARY-RELATED  COMMENTS 

MSO-103/C      Denial  of  potential  wilderness  protection  for 

this  handsome  and  extremely  important  unit 
solely  because  it  doesn't  individually  meet 
the  size  criterion  will  be  another  major  loss 
to  the  public.   Again,  there  must  be  some  way 
to  group  sepi^rate  units  into  a  whole,  as  with 
a  group  of  islands.   We  urge  you  to  meet  the 
size  requirement  by  some  form  of  grouping,  or 
to  waive  the  requirement,  or  to  otherwise  assure 
that  these  valuable  lands  be  intensively 
inventoried. 


I 
I 
I 
I 

B 

I 
I 
I 
I 


I 
I 
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I 
I 
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074  -  WILLOW  CREEK  NR 


SIZE-  AND/OR  BOUNDARY- RELATED  COMMENTS  (CONT.) 

MSO-101/I**    There  are  many  areas  being  considered  for  wilder- 
ness which  border  Forest  Service  land.   These  BLM 
areas,  in  themselves,  are  too  small  to  constitute 
a  wilderness  area,  and  it  is  not  valid  to  assume 
that,  because  they  are  bounded  by  National  Forest, 
they  need  not  encompass  5,000  acres. 

PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 

Grazing 

B-061/C        Need  to  cancel  livestock  grazing  to  protect  area 

from  overuse. 


WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 

Opportunities  for  Primitive  Recreation 

B-079/C        Fantastic  primitive  recreation  potential. 

Supplemental 

B-061/C        Elk  winter  range. 

Other 

MSO-103/C      Island  of  "high,"  "unique,"  sites,  of  everything 

that  makes  for  the  finest  wilderness — precious 
islands  floating  next  to  a  sea  of  Forest  Service 
RARE  II  folly. 

B-079/C        High  wilderness  characteristics. 

MSO-091/C      As  a  native  of  this  part  of  Montana  I  have  been 

conscious  of  the  irreplacable  beauty  of  this 
area  for  most  of  my  life.   In  recent  years  as 
a  Civil  Air  Patrol  search  pilot  I  have  had 
occasion  to  re-examine  most  of  them  intensively 
from  the  air,  confirming  my  conviction  that 
they  are  of  high  wilderness  value  and  should 
be  protected. 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 
Decision-related 


US 


075  -  SUGAR  LOAF  MOUNTAIN  NR   * 

I 


MSO-052/C**     I  am  requesting  that  you. . .also  include  in  ^ 

your  proposal  for  intensive  inventory  (Area  H 

075)  which  I  feel  was  erroneously  recommended 
as  non-wilderness. 


MSO-099/E      Should  be  continued  in  the  intensive  inventory 

pending  final  disposition  of  the  Tobacco  Root 
Mountain  wilderness  potential. 

MSO-009/E      Should  be  managed  as  wilderness  if  Tobacco  Root 

Mountains  are  so  classified. 

MSO-100/E      Should  be  continued  in  the  inventory  because  of 

contiguity  with  the  Tobacco  Roots  RARE  II  area. 

SIZE-  AND/OR  BOUNDARY-RELATED  COMMENTS 


I 
I 


MSO-088/C      Please  reconsider  and  include  for  intensive 

inventory . 

MSO-093/E*     I  believe  that  this  land  should  be  included  for 

wilderness  study  potential, 

MSO-094/E*     Insufficient  documentation  has  been  provided  to      H 

drop  this  area  at  this  stage  of  the  review.  "* 

MSO-066/E      Must  be  reconsidered  for ... (its) .. .wilderness         ' 

value  because.  .  .  (it)  .  .  .does  have  wilderness  w*' 

characteristics:   naturalness,  unconfined  and 
primitive  recreation  and  outstanding  opportuni- 
ties for  solitude,  as  set  forth  by  the  1964  || 
Wilderness  Act. 


B 


i 


MSO-103/C      Denial  of  potential  wilderness  protection  for        ** 

this  handsome  and  extremely  important  unit  w 

solely  because  it  doesn't  individually  meet 
the  size  criterion  will  be  another  major  loss  ■ 
to  the  public.  Again,  there  must  be  some  way  H 
to  group  separate  units  into  a  whole,  as  with 
a  group  of  islands.  We  urge  you  to  meet  the  _, 
size  requirement  by  some  form  of  grouping,  or  ■ 
to  waive  the  requirement,  or  to  otherwise  " 

assure  that  these  valuable  lands  be  intensively 
inventoried. 


I 


r  7  79 

Iw    075  -  SUGAR  LOAF  MOUNTAIN 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 


1       Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 

MM 

B-061/C        Roads  are  not  vehicle  ways, 


r" 


C 


MC-135/C/0     Road  built--observation  maintained:  "bladed 

every  couple  years . " 

MSO-101/I**     Roads  passing  through. .. (area  shown) .. .by  the 

Montana  AMS  and  topographic  maps.... The  fact 
that  these  roads  often  extend  through  and 
across  these  areas  suggests  that  they  play 
a  larger  role  in  rural  access  than  might  some 
isolated  dead-end  road.   Whether  or  not  main- 
tained by  mechanical  means,  these  roads  may 
be  essential  to  the  maintenance  of  existing 
resource  uses.   They  are  incompatible  with  a 
meaningful  interpretation  of  what  is  meant 
by  wilderness. 

Grazing 

B-061/C        Vegetation  is  varied  but  not  really  unique. 

May  need  to  give  up  livestock  grazing  for  elk 
and  resource  protection. 

WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 

Opportunities  for  Primitive  Recreation 

B-079/C        Fantastic  primitive  recreation  potential. 

Supplemental 

B-061/C        Manage  as  elk  winter  range  and  hunting. 

Other 

B-079/C        High  wilderness  characteristics. 

MSO-103/C      Island  of  "high,"  "unique,"  sites,  of  every-. 

thing  that  makes  for  the  finest  wilderness- 
precious  islands  floating  next  to  a  sea  of 
Forest  Service  RARE  II  folly. 

MSO-091/C      As  a  native  of  this  part  of  Montana  I  have  been 

conscious  of  the  irreplaceable  beauty  of  this 
area  for  most  of  my  life.   In  recent  years  as  a 
Civil  Air  Patrol  search  pilot  I  have  had 
occasion  to  reexamine  most  of  them  intensively 
from  the  air,  confirming  my  conviction  that  they 
are  of  high  wilderness  value  and  should  be  protected. 


no 


076  NR 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 

Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 

MC-135/C/0     Road  built — observation  maintained:   "bladed 

every  couple  years . " 

Utility  Rights  of  Way 

MSO-080/I**  Power  lines. 

Minerals 

MSO-080/I**  Oil  and  gas  potential. 

Grazing 

MSO-080/I**  Heavily  grazed. 


i 
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077  -  UPPER  BEAR  TRAP  NR 


c 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


("     Decision-related 

U 

MSO-052/C**    I  am  requesting  that  you. .. include  in  your 

proposal  for  intensive  inventory  Area  077  which 

I  I  feel  was  erroneously  recommended  as  non-wilder- 

'■'  ness. 

MSO-086/C      ...should  be  added  to  your  intensive  inventory 
btf  list.   I  feel  they  have  strong  wilderness 

characteristics. 

MSO-088/C      Please  reconsider  and  include  for  intensive 

inventory . 

MSO-066/E      Must  be  reconsidered  for  (its)  wilderness  value 

because  (it)  does  have  wilderness  characteristics; 
naturalness,  unconfined  and  primitive  recreation 
and  outstanding  opportunities  for  solitude,  as 
set  forth  by  the  1964  Wilderness  Act. 

MSO-093/E*     I  believe  that  this  land  should  be  included  for 

wilderness  study  potential. 

MSO-094/E*     Insufficient  documentation  has  been  provided  to 

drop  this  area  at  this  stage  of  the  review. 

SIZE-  AND/OR  BOUNDARY- RELATED  COMMENTS 

B-052/E        At  least  that  portion  of  Unit  MT-076-077  east 

of  the  Madison  River  should  be  included  in  the 
intensive  inventory  process. 

MSO-103/C      Unit  077  is  contiguous  to  the  Bear  Trap  instant 

study  area,  and  with  it  totals  5,759  acres. 
Therefore,  the  evaluation  statement,  under 
III  B.,  that  "the  area  is  not  of  sufficient  size 
without  contiguous  Forest  Service  RARE  II  lands" 
is  simply  not  true.   We  urge  you  to  correct 
this  situation  and  recommend  the  very  well- 
qualified  unit  077  for  intensive  inventory. 


c 


I 
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077  -  UPPER  BEAR  TRAP 


WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 


I 
I 

Opportunities  for  Primitive  Recreation  ■ 

I 

Supplemental  I 

I 


B-079/C        Should  be  included  for  the  very  valuable  primitive 

characteristics  which  are  so  highly  regarded  in 
the  present  instant  study  area — a  unique  river 
corridor  area  which  should  be  wilderness. 


MSO-099/E      Has  been  noted  to  be  critical  to  wildlife. 

If  dropped  from  the  inventory  special  emphasis 
should  be  given  to  preserving  those  values. 


MSO-100/E      Contain  high  wildlife  values ... .Management   i 

emphasis  should  be  directed  toward  maintaining 
these  values  if  these  areas  are  dropped  from  the 
inventory. 


i 
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078  -  UPPER  BEAR  TRAP  ISLAND 


183 


NR 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-related 


MSO-093/E* 
B-061/C 


I  belive  that  this  land  should  be  included  for 
wilderness  study  potential. 

Use. . . (area) . . .as  is. 


WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 


Supplemental 
B-079/C 


Other 


MSO-090/C 


Should  be  included  for  the  very  valuable  primitive 
characteristics  which  are  so  highly  regarded  in 
the  present  instant  study  area--a  unique  river 
corridor  area  which  should  be  wilderness. 


Example  of  uncompromised  beauty  and  naturalness 
with  outstanding  primitive  recreation  and  solitude 
values. 


E 


079  -  CORRAL  CREEK  R 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 

Decision-related 

MSO-086/C      A  quick  letter  to  you  to  offer  my  strong  support 

of  your  recommendations  for  intensive  inventory. 

MSO-009/E      Should  be  managed  as  wilderness  to  maintain 

elk  winter  range  and  because  it  is  contiguous 
to  Forest  Service  RARE  II  Area  1-549. 

MSO-099/E      Should  be  continued  in  the  inventory  as  it  is 

critical  to  wildlife  and  is  contiguous  to  USPS 
PARE  II  area  1-549. 

MSO-100/E      Should  be  included  in  the  inventory  as  they  are 

contiguous  to  the  magnificent  Madison  Range  (RARE 
II  #1-549  which  is  perhaps  out  highest  long- 
range  priority  for  wilderness  status. 

MSO-088/C      I  have  viewed  these  units,  they  are  contiguous 

to  present  USES  Wilderness  Study  Units,  and 
qualify  for  potential  wilderness. 

B-055/C        It  is  not  understood  why  these  small  areas  would 

be  considered  as  wilderness  potential  against 
the  Forest  Service,  who  has  not  proposed  managing 
the  area  as  wilderness. 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 


Fixed  Site  Facilities 


G-079/C        Unit  has  no  permanent  improvements, 
Minerals 


I 

I 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 


B-079/C        Is  contiguous  with  Forest  Service  wilderness  I 

study  areas.... Can  best  be  used  for  its  wilderness 
characteristics. 

MSO-086/C       ...contiguous  to  existing  USES  Wilderness  study       '^ 

areas. 

B-052/E        All  of  these  lands  are  contiguous  to  the  Madison      || 

range  and  probably  will  be  considered  part  of 
the  Forest  Service  RARE  II  recommendation. 


I 
I 
I 


B-052/E        At  the  present  time  there  are  no  mining  claims,       I 

no     r>p>T'Tn3n(=>r>+-      i  TnT-i-mT7oTnoTTl- c  M 


no  permanent  improvements 


1S5 


! 


079  -  CORRAL  CREEK 


Lai 


I 

w 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS  (CONT.) 
Minerals  (Cont.) 

MSO-086/C       (Unit  has)... no  pending  mining  claims, 
B-079/C        Unit  has  no  mining  claims. 

WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 


Supplemental 
B-079/C 


B-061/C 
B-052/E 
MSO-103/C 

B-079/C 

Other 
MSO-090/C 

MSO-086/C 


With  the  dwindling  range  for  big  game  in  the 
Madison  area,  especially  due  to  rampant  subdi- 
viding, it  is  essential  to  preserve  the  natural 
characteristics  of  these  units. 

Manage  for  elk  and  needed  access  to  forest. 

Winter  time  range  for  deer  and  elk. 

Though  small,  this  unit  contains  important  natural 
values,  including  critical  winter  big-game  range. 

Provides  critical  winter  habitat  for  deer,  elk, 
antelope,  and  big  horn  sheep. 


Example  of  uncompromised  beauty,  and  naturalness 
with  outstanding  primitive  recreation  and  solitude 
values. 

Possess  wilderness  characteristics,  and  offer  this 
nation  a  potential  valuable  resource  as  wilderness. 
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1 

080  -  WOLF  CREEK                             R 

1 

GENERAL  OPINIONS 

fl 

Decision-related 

1 
1 
1 

MSO-086/C 

A  quick  letter  to  you  to  offer  my  strong  support 
of  your  recommendations  for  intensive  inventory. 

MSO-088/C 

I  have  viewed. . . (this  unit) . . .contiguous  to 
present  USPS  Wilderness  Study  Units,  and... (it) 
...qualifies  for  potential  wilderness. 

MSO-099/E 

Should  be  continued  in  the  inventory  as  it  is 
critical  to  wildlife  and  is  contiguous  to  USES 
RARE  II  Area  1-549. 

[ 

1 

1 

MSO-009/E 

Should  be  managed  as  wilderness  to  maintain 
elk  winter  range  and  because  it  is  contiguous 
to  Forest  Service  RARE  II  Area  1-549. 

1 

1 

MSO-100/E 

Should  be  included  in  the  inventory  as  they 
are  contiguous  to  the  magnificent  Madison  Range 
(RARE  II  #1-549)  which  is  perhaps  our  highest 
long-range  priority  for  wilderness  status. 

i 

1 

1 

B-055/C 

It  is  not  understood  why  these  small  areas 
would  be  considered  as  wilderness  potential 
against  the  Forest  Service,  who  has  not  proposed 
managing  the  area  as  wilderness. 

1 

1 
1 

B-079/C 

Is  contiguous  with  Forest  Service  wilderness 
study  areas.   Can  best  be  used  for  its  wilder- 
ness characteristics. 

1 

1 

MSO-0  86/C 

...contiguous  to  existing  USES  Wilderness  Study 
Areas . 

B-052/E 

All  of  these  lands  are  contiguous  to  the  Madison 
Range  and  probably  will  be  considered  part  of 
the  Forest  Service  RARE  II  recommendation. 

1 
1 

PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 

Roads  and  Vehi 

cular  Ways 

1 

B-112/RI 

Three  used  and  maintained  roads. 

1 

1 
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k         0  80  -  WOLF  CREEK 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS  (CONT.) 


Fixed  Site  Facilities 


^^ 


E 


B-079/C        Unit  has  no  permanent  improvements. 

Minerals 

B-052/E        At  the  present  time,  there  are  no  mining 

claims,  no  permanent  improvements. 

B-079/C        Unit  has  no  mining  claims. 

MSO-086/C       (Unit  has) . . .no  pending  mining  claims. 

WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 

Supplemental 

B-079/C        With  the  dwindling  range  for  big  game  in  the 

Madison  area,  especially  due  to  rampant  subdi- 
viding, it  is  essential  to  preserve  the  natural 
characteristics  of. . . (this  unit) . 

B-061/C        Manage  for  elk  and  needed  access  to  forest. 

B-052/E        Winter  time  range  for  deer  and  elk. 

MSO-103/C      Though  small,  this  unit  contains  important 

natural  values,  including  critical  winter  big- 
game  range . 

^      B-079/C        Provides  critical  winter  habitat  for  deer,  elk, 

antelope,  and  big  horn  sheep. 

r 

m  other   , 

<^      MSO-09  0/C      Example  of  uncompromised  beauty,  and  naturalness 
'i  with  outstanding  primitive  recreation  and  , 

**  solitude  values. 

MSO-086/C      Possesses  wilderness  characteristics,  and  offers 
^  this  nation  a  potential  valuable  resource  as 

wilderness . 


I 


IBS 


0  81  -  WOLF  CREEK  SOUTH  '     R    '-^ 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-related 


I 

MSO-086/C      A  quick  letter  to  you  to  offer  my  strong  support     — , 

for  your  recommendation  for  intensive  inventory.     H 

MSO-088/C      I  have  viewed  (this)  unit,... (it  is) .. .contiguous 

to  present  USES  Wilderness  Study  Units,  and  M 

qualifies  for  potential  wilderness.  ■ 


MSO-009/E      Should  be  managed  as  wilderness  to  maintain 

elk  winter  range  and  because  it  is  contiguous 
to  Forest  Service  RARE  II  Area  1-549. 


MSO-10  0/E      Should  be  included  in  the  inventory  as  they  are 

contiguous  to  the  magnificent  Madison  Range 
(RARE  II  #1-549)  which  is  perhaps  our  highest 
long-range  priority  for  wilderness  status. 


B-079/C        Is  contiguous  with  Forest  Service  wilderness 

study  areas.   Can  best  be  used  for  its  wilderness 
characteristics . 

MSO-086/C       ...contiguous  to  existing  USFS  Wilderness  Study 

Areas . 

B-052/E        All  of  these  lands  are  contiguous  to  the  Madison 

Range  and  probably  will  be  considered  part  of 
the  Forest  Service  RARE  II  recommendation. 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 


Fixed  Site  Facilities 


I 


MSO-099/E      Should  be  continued  in  the  inventory  as  it  is        m 

critical  to  wildlife  and  is  contiguous  to  USFS       * 
RARE  II  Area  1-549. 


I 
t 


B-055/C        It  is  not  understood  why  these  small  areas  _ 

would  be  considered  as  wilderness  potential  ■ 

against  the  Forest  Service,  who  has  not  proposed  ■ 
managing  the  area  as  wilderness. 


I 
I 
I 
f 
fl 

B-079/C        Unit  has  no  permanent  improvements.  ■ 

I 


n9 


t 


m 


t 


E 


081  -  WOLF  CREEK  SOUTH 

PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS  (CONT.) 
Minerals 


B-052/E 

MSO-086/C 
B-079/C 


At  the  present  time  there  are  no  mining  claims, 
no  permanent  improvements . 

Unit  has... no  pending  mining  claims. 

Unit  has  no  mining  claims. 


WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 


Supplemental 
B-079/C 

B-061/C 
B-052/E 
MSO-103/C 

B-079/C 

Other 
MSO-09  0/C 

MSO-0  86/C 


With  the  dwindling  range  for  big  game  in  the 
Madison  area,  especially  due  to  rampant  subdi- 
viding, it  is  essential  to  preserve  the  natural 
characteristics  of . . . (this  unit) . 

Manage  for  elk  and  needed  access  to  forest. 

Winter  time  range  for  deer  and  elk. 

Though  small,  this  unit  contains  important 
natural  values,  including  critical  winter 
big-game  range. 

Provides  critical  winter  habitat  for  deer, 
elk,  antelope,  and  big  horn  sheep. 


Example  of  uncompromised  beauty, and  naturalness 
with  outstanding  primitive  recreation  and 
solitude  values. 

Possesses  wilderness  characteristics,  and  offers 
this  nation  a  potential  valuable  resource  as 
wilderness. 


I^j 


198 

|i 

082  -  BAD  LUCK  CREEK                             R 

GENERAL  OPINIONS 

1 

Decision-rela 

bed 

MSO-086/C 

A  quick  letter  to  you  to  offer  my  strong  support 
of  your  recommendation  for  intensive  inventory. 

MSO-009/E 

Should  be  managed  as  wilderness  to  maintain 
elk  winter  range  and  because  it  is  contiguous 
to  Forest  Service  RARE  II  Area  1-549. 

MSO-088/C 

I  have  viewed  these  units ,  they  are  contiguous 
to  present  USES  Wilderness  Study  Units,  and 
qualify  for  potential  wilderness. 

MSO-099/E 

Should  be  continued  in  the  inventory  as  it  is 
critical  to  wildlife  and  is  contiguous  to  USES 
RARE  II  area  1-549. 

B-079/C 

Is  contiguous  with  Forest  Service  wilderness 
study  areas.... Can  best  be  used  for  its  wilderness 
characteristics . 

'JB  1 

MSO-086/C 

...contiguous  to  existing  USES  Wilderness  study 
areas. 

*  1 

1 

B-052/E 

All  of  these  lands  are  contiguous  to  the  Madison 
Range  and  probably  will  be  considered  part  of 
the  Forest  Service  RARE  II  recommendation. 

■ 

MSO-100/E 

Should  be  included  in  the  inventory  as  they  are 
contiguous  to  the  magnificent  Madison  Range 
(RARE  II  #1-549)  which  is  perhaps  our  highest 
long-range  priority  for  wilderness  status. 

B-055/C 

It  is  not  understood  why  these  small  areas  would 
be  considered  as  wilderness  potential  against  the 
Forest  Service,  who  has  not  proposed  managing 
the  area  as  wilderness. 

PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 

Fixed  Site  Facilities 

B-079/C 

Unit  has  no  permanent  improvements. 

1 

B-052/E 

At  the  present  time,  there  are  no  mining  claims, 
no  permanent  improvements. 

19) 


082  -  BAD  LUCK  CREEK 

PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS  (CONT.) 
Minerals 

B-079/C        Unit  has  no  mining  claims. 
MSO-086/C       (Unit  has)... no  pending  mining  claims 


WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 


I 


E 


Supplemental 
B-079/C 


B-052/E 

MSO-103/C 

B-079/C 

B-061/C 

Other 

MSO-090/C 

MSO-086/C 


With  the  dwindling  range  for  big  game  in  the 
Madison  area,  especially  due  to  rampant  subdi- 
viding, it  is  essential  to  preserve  the  natural 
characteristics  of  these  units. 

Winter  time  range  for  deer  and  elk.   Critical 
habitat  for  the  population  of  big  horn  sheep. 

Though  small,  this  unit  contains  important  natural 
values,  including  critical  winter  big-game  range. 

Provides  critical  winter  habitat  for  deer,  elk, 
antelope,  and  big  horn  sheep. 

Manage  for  elk  and  needed  access  to  forest. 


Example  of  uncompromised  beauty  and  naturalness 
with  outstanding  primitive  recreation  and  solitude 
values. 

Possess  wilderness  characteristics,  and  offer 
this  nation  a  potential  valuable  resource  as 
wilderness . 


792 


08  3  -  PAPOOSE  CREEK  nr    f 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-related 


MSO-009/E      Should  be  managed  as  wilderness  to  maintain  elk 

winter  range  and  because  it  is  contiguous  to 
Forest  Service  RARE  II  Area  1-549. 

WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 
Other 

MSO-090/C      Example  of  uncompromised  beauty  and  naturalness 

with  outstanding  primitive  recreation  and  solitude 
values. 


I 
I 


I 
I 
I 


1 
I 
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084  -  TROUT  CREEK 


U  GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-related 

MSO-086/C      A  quick  letter  to  you  to  offer  my  strong  support 

for  your  recommendations  for  intensive  inventory. 

MSO-086/C       ...contiguous  to  existing  USPS  Wilderness  study 

areas. 

B-079/C        Is  contiguous  with  Forest  Service  wilderness 

study  areas.   Can  best  be  used  for  its  wilderness 
characteristics. 

MSO-088/C      I  have  viewed  these  units,  they  are  contiguous 

to  present  USPS  Wilderness  Study  Units,  and 
qualify  for  potential  wilderness. 

MSO-100/E      Should  be  included  in  the  inventory  as  they  are 

contiguous  to  the  magnificent  Madison  Range 
(RARE  II  #1-549)  which  is  perhaps  our  highest 
long-range  priority  for  wilderness  status. 

MSO-009/E      Should  be  managed  as  wilderness  to  maintain  elk 

winter  range  and  because  it  is  contiguous  to 
Forest  Service  RARE  II  Area  1-549. 

B-052/E        All  of  these  lands  are  contiguous  to  the  Madison 

Range  and  probably  will  be  considered  part  of 
the  Forest  Service  RARE  II  recommendation. 

B-055/C        It  is  not  understood  why  these  small  areas  would 

be  considered  as  wilderness  potential  against 
1  the  Forest  Service,  who  has  not  proposed  managing 

the  area  as  wilderness. 

MSO-099/E      Should  be  continued  in  the  inventory  as  it  is 
J««i  critical  to  wildlife  and  is  contiguous  to  USFS 

RARE  II  area  1-549. 

I 

PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 

Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 

B-079/C        Unit  has  no  permanent  improvements. 

iM     Minerals 

B-052/E        At  the  present  time,  there  are  no  mining  claims, 
^  no  permanent  improvements. 
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084  -  TROUT  CREEK 


WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 
Supplemental 

B-079/C        With  the  dwindling  range  for  big  game  in  the 

Madison  area,  especially  due  to  rampant  subdivid- 
ing, it  is  essential  to  preserve  the  natural 
characteristics  of  these  units. .. .Provides 
critical  winter  habitat  for  deer,  elk,  antelope, 
and  big  horn  sheep. 

B-052/E        Winter  time  range  for  deer  and  elk. 

B-061/C        Manage  for  elk  and  needed  access  to  forest. 

MSO-103/C      Though  small,  this  unit  contains  important  natural 

values,  including  critical  winter  big-game  range. 

Other 


MSO-086/C      Possess  wilderness  characteristics,  and  offer  this 

nation  a  potential  valuable  resource  as  wilderness, 


I 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS  (CONT.)  ^J 

Minerals  (Cont.) 

B-079/C        Unit  has  no  mining  claims. 
MSO-086/C       ...no  pending  mining  claims. 


'n 


I 


1 
I 


MSO-090/C      Example  of  uncompromised  beauty  and  naturalness       W 

vi7ith  outstanding  primitive  recreation  and  ■ 

solitude  values. 


3' 


/51»H 


I 
t 
I 
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086  -  FISHTRAP  ISLANDS  NR 


*   PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 

P      Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 

w 

MSO-75/I      .  State  Route  4  3  borders  proposed  Sec.  4,  TIN. 
y      Minerals 

MSO-75/I       A  gravel  pit  is  located  on  the  northern  border  of 

proposed  Sec.  4. 


c 


1^ 


n 


MSO-75/I       The  Calvert  tungsten  mine  is  located  in  Sec.  12, 

TIN,  R13W  (1/2  mile  south  of  this  unit) .   About 
102,800  tons  of  ore  averaging  1.13%  WO,,  and 
10,000  tons  averaging  .66  to  1.47%  WO^  have  been 
produced  by  open  pit  methods.   The  mine  is  still 
active. 

MSO-75/I       High  tungsten  potential. 
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087  -  SAWLOG  CREEK  ISLAND  MR   ■ 

1 

PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS  ■ 

Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways  ~ 

MSO-075/I     .  Proposed  Sec.  18,  TlN,  R13W  would  cut  state 

.    .    route  43;  this  route  is  the  major  access  to 

BN  fee  sections  17,  19,  7,  and  8. 


1 
1 


I 
I 
1 

I 
I 
I 

I 


r  /97 

101  -  BLACK  LEAF  CANYON  NR 

W        GENERAL  OPINIONS 

Decision-related 

y,      MS0-2/C        We  disagree  that  101  should  not  benefit  from 

intensive  inventory.   Although  not  contiguous 
.  to  U.S.  Forest  Service's  Rocky  Mountain  Front 

'  wilderness  recommendations,  the  Rocky  Mountain 

Front  and  these  contiguous  BLM  roadless  tracts 
represent  some  of  the  most  important  potential 
!  wilderness  remaining  in  America  today,  and 

4*  accordingly,  formal  classification  will  be  pur- 

sued by  conservationists. 

1^      MS0-9/E        Should  be  left  undeveloped  for  the  benefit  of 

wildlife  and  recreational  values.   If  contiguous 

—  Forest  Service  lands  are  classified  wilderness, 

the  BLM  land  should  also  be. 

B-013/I*       In  recognition  of... the  current  energy  crisis, 

(this  area)  should  be  dropped  from  further  study 
M  or  planning  for  inclusion  into  the  existing 

wilderness  system. 

L 

PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 


I 


c 


L 


Minerals 

MSO-75/I       Potential  for  oil  and  gas. 

B-013/I*       This  area  is  in  a  very  complex,  highly  faulted 

and  thrusted  geologic  province.   These  mountain 
front  areas  have  very  high  potential  for  oil  and 
gas  because  of  the  many  folds  and  fault  traps 
and  multiple  zone  possibilities.   All  of  these 
areas  with  one  exception  are  leased  by  the  oil 
and  gas  industry. 


WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 

Supplemental 

MSO-99/E       Represents  perhaps  one  of  the  most  significant 

ecological  transition  areas  on  our  continent. 
It  is  becoming  increasingly  important  as  pres- 
sures mount  to  exploit  its  known  resources  and 
search  for  its  probably  energy  sources.   This 
confrontation  of  values  can  only  be  managed  by 
first  understanding  what  is  at  stake  through  an 
adequate  inventory  process. 


19S 


102  -  BLIND  HORSE  CREEK/CHICKEN  COULEE  NR 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-related 


which  I  feel  was  erroneously  recommended  as  non- 
wilderness 


MSO-88/C       Please  reconsider  and  include  for  Intensive  Inven- 
tory. 


I 
I 


B-3/C  I  am  very  much  concerned  to  note  that  this  area 

which  I  consider  very  critical  has  not  been  recom-  m 

mended  for  "Instant  Study  Area."  M 

MSO-52/C**      I  am  requesting  that  you  please  also  include  in  ^ 

your  proposal  for  intensive  inventory  (Area  102)  I 

which  I  feel  was  errnnemiKlv  Tf^nommp^nrif^r^  ;:ic;  nnn-  W 


I 


MS0-2/C        We  disagree  that  102  should  not  benefit  from  inten- 
sive inventory.   Although  not  contiguous  to  U.S. 
Forest  Service's  Rocky  Mountain  Front  wilderness 
recommendations ,  the  Rocky  Mountain  Front  and  these 
contiguous  BLM  roadless  tracts  represent  some  of       '^ 
the  most  important  potential  wilderness  remaining 
in  America  today,  and  accordingly,  formal  classi-      n 
fication  will  be  pursued  by  conservationists.  ™ 

MSO-86/C        ...I  feel... (this  area)  ...  should  be  added  to  your      J 

intensive  inventory  list.   I  feel... (it  has)...        H 
strong  wilderness  characteristics. 


15% 


MSO-66/E       Must  be  reconsidered  for. .. (its) .. .wilderness  value  M 

because. .. (it  has) .. .wilderness  characteristics:  " 
naturalness,  unconfined  and  primitive  recreation 

and  outstanding  opportunities  for  solitude,  as  set  ' 

forth  by  the  1964  Wilderness  Act.  ^ 

MSO-9  3/E*       I  believe  that  several  very  important  areas  have       ^ 

been  inadvertently  overlooked  and  wish  to  call  these   ■ 
to  your  attention. ...  I  believe  that  a  multitude        * 
of  insignificant  reasons  for  omitting  these  areas 
have  been  cited,  while  the  very  real  significance  of 
these  areas  for  wilderness  preservation,  big  game      v^ 
hunting,  camping,  hiking,  and  wilderness  solitude 
have  been  grossly  underestimated. 

B-lOl/C        We  urge  you  to  switch  the  following  to  a  recommen- 
dation for  further  intensive  inventory  as  their        _ 
wilderness  characteristics  are  certainly  suitable.     M 
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^    102  -  BLIND  HORSE  CREEK/CHICKEN  COULEE 


c 


GENERAL  OPINIONS  (CONT.) 

Decision- related  (Cont.) 

MS0-9/E        Should  be  left  undeveloped  for  the  benefit  of... 

(its) .. .wildlife  and  recreational  values.   If 
contiguous  Forest  Service  lands  are  classified 
wilderness  the  BLM  land  should  also  be. 

MSO-93/E*      The  BLM  statement  indicates  that  if  contiguous  RARE 

II  areas  become  wilderness,  then  these  BLM  areas 
would  also  become  wilderness  study  areas.   I  feel 
very  strongly  that  your  agency  should  not  prejudice 
the  inclusion  of  any  of  its  study  areas  based  on 
decisions  to  be  made  by  any  other  federal  agency, 
possibly  many  years  hence.   These  are  all  areas 
worthy  of  consideration  on  their  own  and  capable 

""  of  being  considered  as  one  area  instead  of  being 

divided  into  such  small  areas  as  to  be  piecemealed 
out  of  existence. 

W 

B-13/I*        In  recognition  of... the  current  energy  crisis,  all 

of  the  aforementioned  areas  should  be  dropped  from 
j^  further  study  or  planning  for  their  inclusion  into 

the  existing  wilderness  system. 


c 


If' 


SIZE-  and/or  BOUNDARY-RELATED  COMMENTS 

MSO-103/C      The  rationale  of  rejection  because  of  size  is  both 

tragic  and  absurd.   Here  the  public  will  lose 
protection  for  all  time  of  4,927  acres  of  outstand- 
ing wild  country  --  outstanding  scenery,  wildlife, 
wildlife  habitat,  opportunities  for  hunting,  cam.ping, 
hiking,  nature  study,  etc.  —  for  lack  of  a  measly 
73  acres.   Here  rigid  allegiance  to  the  technicality 
of  5,000  acres  becomes  the  ultimate  nitpick.   Does 
the  BLM  know  that  the  Montana  Department  of  Fish, 
Wildlife,  and  Parks  is  purchasing  the  Ostel  Ranch 
near  Antelope  Butte  (the  whole  area  north  and  east 
of  unit  102)  for  big-game  winter  range?   How  about 
using  7  3  contiguous  acres  of  that  via  some  sort  of 
agreement  with  the  state?   Or  how  about  combining 
little  unit  103  with  102  to  make  a  single,  over  5,000 
acre  area  containing  a  corridor  for  the  North  Fork 
road?   Or  how  about  adjusting  a  boundary,  or 
seeking  additional  land  through  purchase,  easement, 
or  trade?  We  urge  you,  for  the  sake  of  these  match- 
less wildlands  and  future  generations,  to  do  every- 
thing within  your  power  to  overcome  that  73-acre 
obstacle. 
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102  -  BLIND  HORSE  CREEK/CHICKEN  COULEE 


SIZE-  and/or  BOUNDARY-RELATED  COMMENTS  (CONT.) 

B-51/C  This  area  is  contiguous  to  a  recently  acquired 

game  range., 

PRIVATE  LAND 

MSO-101/I**    Wilderness  areas  should  not  include  state  or  fee 

lands.   (i.e.  this  area) 

PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 

Roads  And  Vehicular  Ways 

MSO-101/I**    The  fact  that  these  roads  often  extend  through  and 

across  these  areas  suggests  that  they  play  a  larger 
role  in  rural  access  than  might  some  isolated 
dead-end  road.   Whether  or  not  maintained  by  mech- 
anical means,  these  roads  may  be  essential  to 
the  maintenance  of  existing  resource  uses.   They 
are  incompatible  with  a  meaningful  interpretation 
of  what  is  meant  by  wilderness ... .Roads  passing 
through. .. (area  shown) .. .by  the  Montana  AMS  and 
topographic  maps. 

Minerals 


B-3/C  It  is  vulnerable  now  to  additional  requests  for 

oil  and  gas  leases. 

MSO-75/I       Potential  for  oil  and  gas. 

WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 

Opportunities  for  Primitive  Recreation 

B-51/C         I  have  hiked  in  this  area,  and  feel  this  prairie- 
mountain  country  is  something  special. 


I 


1 
I 


1 
I 
I 
I 


B-13/I*        This  area  Is  in  a  very  complex,  highly  faulted 

and  thrusted  geologic  province.   These  mountain 
front  areas  have  very  high  potential  for  oil  and 
gas  because  of  the  many  folds  and  fault  traps  and      W 
multiple  zone  possibilities.   All  of  these  areas       0 
with  one  exception  are  leased  by  the  oil  and  gas 
industry. 


1 


I 
1 
I 
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L   102  -  BLIND  HORSE  CREEK/CHICKEN  COULEE 


WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS  (CONT.) 
Supplemental 

w    

MSO-99/E       Represents  perhaps  one  of  the  most  significant 

ecological  transition  areas  on  our  continent. 

^  It  is  becoming  increasingly  important  as  pressures 

mount  to  exploit  its  known  resources  and  search 
for  its  probable  energy  reserves.   This  confron- 

1  tation  of  values  can  only  be  managed  by  first 

understanding  what  is  at  stake  through  an  adequate 
inventory  process. 


c 


B-51/C         Excellent  wildlife  habitat;  outstanding  scenic 

qualities . 

B-3/C  This  area  is  important  wildlife  area;  it  is  listed 

among  the  critical  grizzly  bear  areas. 


E 


lugfJ 


w 


I 


202 
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103  -  INDIAN  HEAD  ROCK  NR      y 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-related 


B-3/C  I  am  very  much  concerned  to  note  that  this  area  which 

I  consider  very  critical  has  not  been  recommended 
for  "Instant  Study  Area." 


B-3/C  If  I  am  reading  the  map  correctly  this  area  is  con- 

tiguous to  the  areas  just  purchased  by  Nature  Con- 
servancy and  to  a  section  of  state  land.   The  total 
unit  is  a  ridge  and  peak  which  separates  the  North 
Fork  and  South  Fork,  of  the  Teton  very  near  their 
confluence.   When  viewed  as  part  of  the  entire  pro- 
tected area,  this  small  BLM  area  becomes  very  impor- 
tant. 

B-13/I*        In  recognition  of... the  current  energy  crisis,  all 

of  the  aforementioned  areas  should  be  dropped  from 
further  study  or  planning  for  their  inclusion  into 
the  existing  wilderness  system. 

PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 


Minerals 


^j^y 


I 


MS0-2/C        We  disagree  that  103  should  not  benefit  from  intensive  ^ 

inventory.  Although  not  contiguous  to  U.S.  Forest  H 
Service ' s  Rocky  Mountain  Front  wilderness  recommenda-  ™ 
tions,  the  Rocky  Mountain  Front  and  these  contiguous 
BLM  roadless  tracts  represent  some  of  the  most  impor- 
tant potential  wilderness  remaining  in  America  today, 
and  accordingly,  formal  classification  will  be  pursued 
by  conservationists. 

MS0-9/E        Should  be  left  undeveloped  for  the  benefit  of  their 

wildlife  and  recreational  values.   If  contiguous 
Forest  Service  lands  are  classified  wilderness  the 
BLM  land  should  also  be. 


I 
I 

I 
1 


mm 


B-13/I*        This  area  is  in  a  very  complex,  highly  faulted  and 

thrusted  geologic  province.   These  mountain  front 
areas  have  very  high  potential  for  oil  and  gas  because 
of  the  many  folds  and  fault  traps  and  multiple  zone 
possibilities.   All  of  these  areas  with  one  excep-      ^ 
tion  are  leased  by  the  oil  and  gas  industry.  M 

MSO-75/I       Potential  for  oil  and  gas. 


I 
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103  -  INDIAN  HEAD  ROCK 

m 


t 


El 


WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 

Opportunities  for  Primitive  Recreation 

B-51/C         I  have  hiked  in  these  areas,  and  feel  this  prairie- 
mountain  country  is  something  special. 

Supplemental 

MSO-99/E       (This  area)  represents  perhaps  one  of  the  most 

significant  ecological  transition  areas  on  our 
continent.   It  is  becoming  increasingly  important 
as  pressures  mount  to  exploit  its  known  resources 
and  search  for  its  probable  energy  reserves.   This 
confrontation  of  values  can  only  be  managed  by  first 
understanding  what  is  at  stake  through  an  adequate 
inventory  process. 

B-51/C         Excellent  wildlife  habitat;  outstanding  scenic 

qualities. 


I 


s 


I 
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104  -  EAR  MOUNTAIN  NR 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-related 


MSO-52/C**      I  am  requesting  that  you  please  also  include  in  your 

proposal  for  intensive  inventory  (Area  104)  which  I 
feel  was  erroneously  recommended  as  non-wilderness. 


MSO-66/E       Must  be  reconsidered  for ... (its)  .. .wilderness  value 

because. .. (it  has) .. .wilderness  characteristics: 
naturalness,  unconfined  and  primitive  recreation  and 
outstanding  opportunities  for  solitude,  as  set  forth 
by  the  19  64  Wilderness  Act. 


I 


MSO-88/C       Please  reconsider  and  include  for  Intensive  Inventory. 

MSO-86/C       ...add  to  your  intensive  inventory  list.   T  feel... 

(area  has) ...  strong  wilderness  characteristics. 

B-3/C  If  we  can  only  have  one  area  along  the  Rocky  Mountain 

Front  as  "Instant  Study,"  I  would  suggest  that  Ear 
Mountain  is  the  most  critical  area. 

MSO-54/C       I  would  also  like  to  voice  my  support  for  the  inclu-    I 

sion  of  at  least  one  area — Ear  Mountain  #104  into       * 
the  intensive  review  process.  _ 


1 


1 


MS0-2/C        We  disagree  that  104..  (will) .. .not  benefit  from 

intensive  inventory.  Although  not  contiguous  to  ^ 
U.S.  Forest  Service's  Rocky  Mountain  Front  wilderness  I 
recommendations,  the  Rocky  Mountain  Front  and  these  " 
contiguous  BLM  roadless  tracts  represent  some  of  the 
most  important  potential  wilderness  remaining  in 
America  today,  and  accordingly,  formal  classification 
will  be  pursued  by  conservationists. 


I 
I 


MSO-9  3/E*       I  believe  that  several  very  important  areas  have  been  '# 

inadvertently  overlooked  and  wish  to  call  these  to     J|| 
your  attention....!  believe  that  a  multitude  of 
insignificant  reasons  for  omitting  these  areas  have    ^ 
been  cited,  while  the  very  real  significance  of  these 
areas  for  wilderness  preservation,  big  game  -hunting , 
camping,  hiking,  and  wilderness  solitude  have  been     ^ 
grossly  underestimated.  ■ 

B-lOl/C        We  urge  you  to  switch  the  following  to  a  recommenda- 
tion for  further  intensive  inventory  as  their  wilder- 
ness characteristics  are  certainly  suitable. 


1 


B-3/C  I  am  very  much  concerned  to  note  that  this  area        ,. 

which  I  consider  very  critical  has  not  been  recommended 
for  "Instant  Study  Area." 
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104    -    EAR   MOUNTAIN 


I 


'^  GENERAL  OPINIONS  (CONT.) 

Decision-related  (Cont.) 

MSO-94/E*       Insufficient  documentation  has  been  provided  to  drop 

this  area  at  this  stage  of  the  review.  ■  . 

B-9/C  I  would  recommend  that  you  inventory  Area  104.   This 

area  is  adjacent  to  Area  105,  which  you  do  plan  to 
j  do  intensive  inventory  on. 

MS0-9/E        Should  be  left  undeveloped  for  the  benefit  of  its 

wildlife  and  recreational  values.   If  contiguous 
Forest  Service  lands  are  classified  wilderness  the 
BLM  land  should  also  be. 

MSO-9  3/E*      The  BLM  statement  indicates  that  if  contiguous  RARE 

II  areas  become  wilderness,  then  these  BLM  areas 
would  also  become  wilderness  study  areas.   I  feel 
very  strongly  that  your  agency  should  not  prejudice 
the  inclusion  of  any  of  its  study  areas  based  on  deci- 
sions to  be  made  by  any  other  federal  agency,  possibly 
many  years  hence.   These  are  all  areas  worthy  of 
consideration  on  their  own  and  capable  of  being 
considered  as  one  area  instead  of  being  divided  into 
such  small  areas  as  to  be  piecemealed  out  of  exis- 
tence . 

B-13/I*        In  recognition  of... the  current  energy  crisis,  all 

of  the  aforementioned  areas  should  be  dropped  from 
■■'  further  study  or  planning  for  their  inclusion  into 

the  existing  wilderness  system. 

k»  Other 

B-3/C  This  area  is  near  to  both  the  area  recently  purchased 

^  by  Nature  Conservancy  and  the  area  purchased  by 

Montana  Fish  and  Game  Department.   Both  of  these 
areas  have  been  purchased  because  of  the  high  priority 
this  area  has  for  grizzly  as  well  as  mountain  sheep 
and  mule  and  white-tailed  deer.   I  have  been  on  this 
area  every  spring  for  the  past  twenty  years  and  have 
seen  all  the  species.   Within  the  month  I  saw  one 
bunch  of  27  big  horn  sheep  and  more  than  50  mule 
deer  on  this  area. 
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104    -    EAR   MOUNTAIN 


I 


SIZE-  and/or  BOUNDARY- RELATED  COMMENTS 

MSO-10  3/C       (We)  urge  that  the  reported  southward  expansion  of 

RARE  II  wilderness  study  land  originally  bordering 
only  BLM  unit  105  be  investigated  immediately  and 
that  any  related  change  in  BLM  inventory  recommen- 
dations be  made  with  dispatch. .. .We  urge  that  this 
unit  be  combined  with  105  and  106  to  create  a  large, 
unified  area,  containing  if  necessary  two  narrow 
corridors  of  private  land,  and  that  BLM  recommend 
this  area  for  intensive  inventory. 

PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 

Minerals 

B-3/C  In  several  places  on  this  area  there  are  gross 

bulldozer  trails  left  from  the  1960 's  when  the  area 
was  last  explored  intensively  for  oil  and  gas.... 
The  impact  upon  the  erosion  patterns,  upon  the 
resultant  weed  growth  and  upon  travel  patterns  of 
wildlife  is  still  evident  (from  bulldozer  trails) . 

B-13/I*        This  area  is  in  a  very  complex,  highly  faulted  and 

thrusted  geologic  province.   These  mountain  front 
areas  have  very  high  potential  for  oil  and  gas  because 
of  the  many  folds  and  fault  traps  and  multiple  zone 
possibilities.   All  of  these  areas  with  one  exception 
are  leased  by  the  oil  and  gas  industry. 

MSO-75/I       Potential  for  oil  and  gas. 
WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 


1 
I 

B 

1 


Wa/ 


1 


Opportunities  for  Primitive  Recreation  ■ 


B-51/C         I  have  hiked  in  this  area,  and  feel  this  prairie- 
mountain  country  is  something  special. 


.(«^ 


Supplemental 

MSO-54/C 

B-51/C         Excellent  wildlife  habitat?  outstanding  scenic 

qualities . 


Ear  Mountain  is  important  grizzly  habitat.  ■ 

1 
I 
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104  -  EAR  MOUNTAIN 


WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS  (CONT.) 


Supplemental  (Cont.) 

MSO-99/E       Represents  perhaps  one  of  the  most  significant 

ecological  transition  areas  on  our  continent.   It 
'^  is  becoming  increasingly  important  as  pressures 

mount  to  exploit  its  known  resources  and  search  for 
its  probable  energy  reserves.   This  confrontation 
of  values  can  only  be  managed  by  first  understanding 
what  is  at  stake  through  an  adequate  inventory  process, 


L 


I 


1 


hit 
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105    -    CHUTE   MOUNTAIN 


R 


I 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-related 


B-3/C 


MS0-9/E 


B-13/I* 


I  am  very  much  concerned  to  note  that  this  area  which 
I  consider  very  critical  has  not  been  recommended 
for  "Instant  Study  Area." 

Should  be  left  undeveloped  for  the  benefit  of  wild- 
life and  recreational  values.   If  contiguous  Forest 
Service  lands  are  classified  wilderness  the  BLM 
land  should  also  be. 

In  recognition  of... the  current  energy  crisis,  all 
of  the  aforementioned  areas  should  be  dropped  from 
further  study  or  planning  for  their  inclusion  into 
the  existing  wilderness  system. 


1 
I 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 

Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 


MSO-101/I** 


Minerals 
MSO-75/I 
B-13/I* 


The  fact  that  these  roads  often  extend  through  and 
across  these  areas  suggests  that  they  play  a  larger 
role  in  rural  access  than  might  some  isolated  dead- 
end road.   Whether  or  not  maintained  by  mechanical 
means,  these  roads  may  be  essential  to  the  mainten- 
ance of  existing  resource  uses.   They  are  incompatibl* 
with  a-  meaningful  interpretation  of  what  is  meant 
by  wilderness. .. .Roads  passing  through. ,. (area  shown) 
...by  the  Montana  AMS  and  topographic  maps. 


Potential  for  oil  and  gas. 

This  area  is  in  a  very  complex,  highly  faulted  and 
thrusted  geologic  province.   These  mountain  front 
areas  have  very  high  potential  for  oil  and  gas  because 
of  the  many  folds  and  fault  traps  and  multiple  zone 
possibilities.   All  of  these  areas  with  one  exception 
are  leased  by  the  oil  and  gas  industry. 


3 


I 


WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 


Supplemental 
B-3/C 


This  area  is  north  of  #106  and. 
range  access  area. 


is  important  Winter 


^ 

^ 
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105  -  CHUTE  MOUNTAIN 


WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS  (CONT.) 

Supplemental  (Cont.) 

MSO-99/E       Represents  perhaps  one  of  the  most  significant 

ecological  transition  areas  on  our  continent.   It 
is  becoming  increasingly  important  as  pressures  mount 
to  exploit  its  known  resources  and  search  for  its 
probable  energy  reserves.   This  confrontation  of 
values  can  only  be  managed  by  first  understanding 
what  is  at  stake  through  an  adequate  inventory  process. 

Other 

B-51/C         (Area  has)  all  the  qualities  of  wilderness. 


S30 


i 

I 


210 
106    -    DEEP    CREEK-BATTLE    CREEK  NR 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-related 


B-9/C  I  would  recoinmend  that  you  inventory  Areas  104  and 

106.   These  two  areas  are  adjacent  to  Area  105, 
which  you  do  plan  to  do  intensive  inventory  on. 


this  area  at  this  stage  of  the  review. 

MSO-66/E        (Area)  must  be  reconsidered  for ... (its) .. .wilderness 

value  because. . . (it  has) . . .wilderness  characteristics 
naturalness,  unconfined  and  primitive  recreation  and 
outstanding  opportunities  for  solitude,  as  set  forth 
in  the  1964  Wilderness  Act. 


I 
I 


1 


MSO-88/C       Please  reconsider  and  include  for  Intensive  Inventory. 

MSO-52/C**      I  am  requesting  that  you  please  also  include  in  your 

proposal  for  intensive  inventory  (Area  106)  which  I 
feel  was  erroneously  recommended  as  non-wilderness. 

B-lOl/C        We  urge  you  to  switch  the  following  to  a  recommenda- 
tion for  further  intensive  inventory  as  its  wilderness 
characteristics  are  certainly  suitable. 

MS0-2/C        We  disagree  that  106  should  not  benefit  from  inten-     ■ 

sive  inventory.   Although  not  contiguous  to  U.S.        " 
Forest  Service's  Rocky  Mountain  Front  wilderness 
recommendations,  the  Rocky  Mountain  Front  and  these 
contiguous  BLM  roadless  tracts  represent  some  of 
the  most  important  potential  wilderness  remaining 
in  America  today,  and  accordingly,  formal  classifi- 
cation will  be  pursued  by  conservationists. 


I 

I 


B-3/C  I  am  very  much  concerned  to  note  that  this  area  which   ^ 

I  consider  very  critical  has  not  been  recommended       V 
for  "Instant  Study  Area."  ■ 

MSO-86/C        ...Add  to  your  intensive  inventory  list.   I  feel... 

(area  has)  ...  strong  wilderness  characteristics. 


I 

MSO-94/E*  Insufficient   documentation   has   been   provided   to   drop         V 

this    are>a    at    this    staap>    nf    thp>    rp>vi<=>w-  4» 


I 


MSO-9  3/E*       The  BLM  statement  indicates  that  if  contiguous  RARE  II 

areas  become  wilderness,  then  these  BLM  areas  would 
also  become  wilderness  study  areas.   I  feel  very 
strongly  that  your  agency  should  not  prejudice  the 
inclusion  of  any  of  its  study  areas  based  on  decisions  H 
to  be  made  by  any  other  federal  agency,  possibly  many 
years  hence.   These  are  all  areas  worthy  of  considera- 
tion on  their  own  and  capable  of  being  considered  as 
one  area  instead  of  being  divided  into  such  small       ]i 
areas  as  to  be  piecemealed  out  of  existence. 
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106  -  DEEP  CREEK-BATTLE  CREEK 


GENERAL  OPINIONS  (CONT.) 

Decision-related  (Cont.) 

MSO-9  3/E*       I  believe  that  several  very  important  areas  have  been 

inadvertently  overlooked  and  wish  to  call  these  to 
your  attention, ...  I  believe  that  a  multitude  of  in- 
significant reasons  for  omitting  these  areas  have 
been  cited,  while  the  very  real  significance  of  these 
areas  for  wilderness  preservation,  big  game  hunting, 
camping^  hiking,  and  wilderness  solitude  have  been 
grossly  underestimated. 

MS0-9/E        Should  be  left  undeveloped  for  the  benefit  of  wild- 
life and  recreational  values.   If  contiguous  Forest 
Service  lands  are  classified  wilderness  the  BLM  land 
should  also  be. 

B-13/I*        In  recognition  of... the  current  energy  crisis,  all 

of  the  aforementioned  areas  should  be  dropped  from 
further  study  or  planning  for  their  inclusion  into 
the  existing  wilderness  system. 

SIZE-  and/or  BOUNDARY -RELATED  COMMENTS 

MSO-103/C       (We)  urge  that  the  reported  southward  expansion  of 

RARE  II  wilderness  study  land  originally  bordering 
only  BLM  unit  105  be  investigated  immediately  and 
that  any  related  change  in  BLM  inventory  recoimtien- 
dations  be  made  with  dispatch. . . .We  urge  that  this 
unit  be  combined  with  105  and  10  4  to  create  a  large, 
unified  area,  containing  if  necessary  two  narrow 
corridors  of  private  land,  and  that  BLM  recommend 
this  area  for  intensive  inventory. 

PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 

Minerals 

MSO-75/I       Potential  for  oil  and  gas. 

B-3/C  This  area  is  under  scrutiny  for  oil  and  gas  leases 

also;  because  of  the  comparatively  gentle  gradient 
might  be  especially  desirable  for  seismographic 
exploration. 


\ 
I 
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106  -  DEEP  CREEK-BATTLE  CREEK 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS  (CONT.) 

Minerals  (Cont.) 

B-13/I*        This  area  is  in  a  very  complex,  highly  faulted  and 

thrusted  geologic  province.   These  mountain  front 
areas  have  very  high  potential  for  oil  and  gas  because 
of  the  many  folds  and  fault  traps  and  multiple  zone 
possibilities.   All  of  these  areas  with  one  excep- 
tion are  leased  by  the  oil  and  gas  industry. 

WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 

Opportunities  for  Primitive  Recreation 


Supplemental 

B-51/C         Excellent  wildlife  habitat;  outstanding  scenic  quali- 
ties. 


mount  to  exploit  its  known  resources  and  search  for 
its  probable  energy  reserves.   This  confrontation 
of  values  can  only  be  managed  by  first  understanding 
what  is  at  stake  through  an  adequate  inventory  pro- 


cess 


I 
I 


1 
I 


B-51/C         I  have  hiked  in  these  areas,  and  feel  this  prairie-     I 
mountain  country  is  something  special. 


I 


MSO-99/E       Represents  perhaps  one  of  the  most  significant 

ecological  transition  areas  on  our  continent.   It       ^ 
is  becoming  increasingly  important  as  pressures         ■ 


I 

I 


B-3/C  This  area  is  important  winter  range  for  big  horn  sheep, 

Just  last  month  I  hiked  on  much  of  #106  and  saw  well 
over  two  hundred  big  horn  in  apparently  good  spring  _ 
condition  as  the  result  of  the  fine  winter  grazing  ■ 
and  shelter  available  here.  This  area  is  particularly  " 
vulnerable  because  private  land  just  to  the  south  is 
being  sub-divided  and  consequently  the  winter  grazing  H 
land  is  shrinking.  ^ 


I 


i 
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107  -  NORTH  FORK  OF  SUN  RIVER  NR 


u 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


r"      Dec  is  ion- re  la  ted 

W 

MS0-2/C        We  disagree  that  107  should  not  benefit  from  inten- 
sive inventory.   Although  not  contiguous  to  U.S. 

I  Forest  Service's  Rocky  Mountain  Front  wilderness 

recommendations ,  the  Rocky  Mountain  Front  and  these 
contiguous  BLM  roadless  tracts  represent  some  of 
the  most  important  potential  wilderness  remaining 
in  America  today,  and  accordingly,  formal  classi- 
fication will  be  pursued  by  conservationists. 


MS0-9/E        Should  be  left  undeveloped  for  the  benefit  of  wild- 
life and  recreational  values.   If  contiguous  Forest 
Service  lands  are  classified  wilderness  the  BLM  land 
should  also  be. 


B-13/I*        In  recognition  of... the  current  energy  crisis,  all 

of  the  aforementioned  areas  should  be  dropped  from 
^  further  study  or  planning  for  their  inclusion  into 

the  existing  wilderness  system. 

i 

SIZE-  and/or  BOUNDARY- RELATED  COMMENTS 

MSO-101/I**     There  are  many  areas  being  considered  for  wilderness 

which  border  Forest  Service  land.   These  BLM  areas, 
in  themselves,  are  too  small  to  constitute  a  wilder- 
ness area,  and  it  is  not  valid  to  assume  that,  because 
they  are  bounded  by  National  Forest,  they  need  not 
incompass  5,000  acres. 

PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 


^ 


,       Minerals 


I 


B-13/I*        This  area  is  in  a  very  complex,  highly  faulted  and 

thrusted  geologic  province.   These  mountain  front 
areas  have  very  high  potential  for  oil  and  gas  because 
of  the  many  folds  and  fault  traps  and  multiple  zone 
possibilities.   All  of  these  areas  with  one  exception 
are  leased  by  the  oil  and  gas  industry. 
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107  -  NORTH  FORK  OF  SUN  RIVER 


WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 


I 
I 


Supplemental 


MSO-99/E       Represents  perhaps  one  of  the  most  significant 

ecological  transition  areas  on  our  continent.   It       m 
is  becoming  increasingly  important  as  pressures  mount  M 
to  exploit  its  known  resources  and  search  for  its 
probable  energy  reserves.   This  confrontation  of 
values  can  only  be  managed  by  first  understanding 
what  is  at  stake  through  an  adequate  inventory  process. 


1 

I 
I 

I 
I 
I 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
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10  8  -  SAWTOOTH  NR 


W   GENERAL  OPINIONS     . 

,—     Decision-related 

B-3/C  I  am  very  much  concerned  to  note  that  this  area  which 

I  consider  very  critical  has  not  been  recommended 
for  "Instant  Study  Area. "....My  concern  is  that  oil 
*•  and  gas  leases  and  resultant  disruption  will  result 

if  this  area  isn't  included  in  "Instant  Study." 


I 


t 


MS0-2/C        We  disagree  that  10  8  should  not  benefit  from  inten- 
sive inventory.   Although  not  contiguous  to  U.S. 
Forest  Service's  Rocky  Mountain  Front  wilderness 
recommendations,  the  Rocky  Mountain  Front  and  these 
contiguous  BLM  roadless  tracts  represent  some  of  the 
most  important  potential  wilderness  remaining  in 
America  today,  and  accordingly,  formal  classification 
will  be  pursued  by  conservationists. 

B-13/I*        In  recognition  of... the  current  energy  crisis,  all 

of  the  afore  mentioned  areas  should  be  dropped  from 
further  study  or  planning  for  their  inclusion  into  the 
existing  wilderness  system. 

SIZE-  and/or  BOUNDARY-RELATED  COMMENTS 

MSO-101/I**     There  are  many  areas  being  considered  for  wilderness 

which  border  Forest  Service  land.   These  BLM  areas, 
in  themselves,  are  too  small  to  constitute  a  wilder- 
ness area,  and  it  is  not  valid  to  assume  that,  because 
they  are  bounded  by  National  Forest,  they  need  not 
incompass  5,00  0  acres. 

PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS  ' 

Minerals 

B-13/I*        This  area  is  in  a  very  complex,  highly  faulted  and 

thrusted  geologic  province.   These  mountain  front 
areas  have  very  high  potential  for  oil  and  gas  because 
of  the  many  folds  and  fault  traps  and  multiple  zone 
possibilities.   All  of  these  areas  with  one  exception 
are  leased  by  the  oil  and  gas  industry. 
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108  -  SAWTOOTH 


WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 


Supplemental 


values  can  only  be  managed  by  first  understanding 
what  is  at  stake  through  an  adequate  inventory 
process . 


I 

I 
I 


B-3/C  This  area  includes  much  of  Sawtooth,  a  dominant  peak 

in  the  area  and  a  vital  part  of  the  Sun  River  Game  ^ 
Range.  All  of  the  escarpments  and  ravines  of  this  M 
peak  are  used  by  mountain  sheep,  deer  and  elk.  *" 
Undeveloped  access  from  deeper  in  the  mountains  past 
Sawtooth  to  the  prairie  winter  range  is  vital  to 
the  Sun  River  elk  herd. 


ffl 

I 


MSO-99/E       Represents  perhaps  one  of  the  most  significant  eco- 
logical transition  areas  on  our  continent.   It  is 
becoming  increasingly  important  as  pressures  mount 
to  exploit  its  known  resources  and  search  for  its     ^ 
probable  energy  reserves.   This  confrontation  of      ■ 

•^r^lni^?;     can     nn  1  v    InP'    TnpinarTi^fl     Viv     f  i  yc^-f-     nnf1*=T-t5-f-3nr1  i  nrr  W 


I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
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109  -  SMITH  CREEK  R 


t 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 

Decision-related 

MS0-2/C        We  disagree  that  109  should  not  benefit  from 

intensive  inventory.   Although  not  contiguous 
to  U.S.  Forest  Service's  Rocky  Mountain  Front 
wilderness  recoimnendations,  the  Rocky  Mountain 
Front  and  these  contiguous  BLM  roadless  tracts 
represent  some  of  the  most  important  potential 
wilderness  remaining  in  America  today,  and 
accordingly,  formal  classification  will  be 
pursued  by  conservationists. 

B-013/I*       In  recognition  of... the  current  energy  crisis, 

all  of  the  aforementioned  areas  should  be 
dropped  from  further  study  or  planning  for 
their  inclusion  into  the  existing  wilderness 
system. 

SIZE-  AND/OR  BOUNDARY- RELATED  COMMENTS 

MSO-101/I**    There  are  many  areas  being  considered  for 

wilderness  which  border  Forest  Service  land. 
These  BLM  areas,  in  themselves,  are  too  small 
to  constitute  a  wilderness  area,  and  it  is  not 
valid  to  assume  that,  because  they  are  bounded 
by  National  Forest,  they  need  not  encompass 
5,000  acres. .. .This  area  is  one  which  either 
displays  unacceptable  irregular  outlines  or  is 
too  small  to  comply  with  the  intent  of  Congress, 


I 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 


Minerals 


B-013/I*       This  area  is  in  a  very  complex,  highly  faulted 

and  thrusted  geologic  province.   These  mountain 
front  areas  have  very  high  potential  for  oil 
and  gas  because  of  the  many  folds  and  fault 
traps  and  multiple  zone  possibilities.   All  of 
these  areas  with  one  exception  are  leased  by 
the  oil  and  gas  industry. 


I 


21S 


WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 


Supplemental 


I 


109  -  SMITH  CREEK  W 

I 


I 


MSO-99/E       Represents  perhaps  one  of  the  most  significant 

ecological  transition  areas  on  our  continent. 
It  is  becoming  increasingly  important  as  pres- 
sures mount  to  exploit  its  known  resources  and 
search  for  its  probably  energy  reserves.   This        ^ 
confrontation  of  values  can  only  be  managed  by         I 
first  understanding  what  is  at  stake  through  an 
adequate  inventory  process. 


I 
I 
1 
I 
I 
I 


I 
I 
I 

I 


219 


110  -  BEAVER  MEADOWS 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-related 


MC-106/A**      This  unit  is  not  qualified  for  WSA  designation. 

^     B-013/I*       In  recognition  of.., the  current  energy  crisis, 

...(this  area) .. .should  be  dropped  from  further 
r  study  or  planning  for  their  inclusion  into  the 

I  existing  wilderness  system. 

MSO-009/E      Should  not  be  developed. 


I 


I 


hiut 


t 


MC-106/A**     The  inventory  for  (this)  unit  should  be  performed 

on  the  basis  of  ownership  existing  at  time  of 
inventory,  not  on  the  basis  of  some  future  plan 
for  creating  a  wilderness.   Such  designation  and 
wilderness  fabrication  is  contrary  to  law  and  is 
unsupportable. 

MS0-9/E        At  least  portions  of  it  could  be  classified 
wilderness  if  contiguous  Forest  Service  land 
is  so  classified. 

SIZE-  AND/OR  BOUNDARY-RELATED  COMMENTS 

MSO-101/I**    This  area  is  one  which  either  displays  unaccept- 
able irregular  outlines  or  is  too  small  to  comply 
with  the  intent  of  Congress. .. .There  are  many 
areas  being  considered  for  wilderness  which 
border  Forest  Service  land.   These  BLM  areas, 
in  themselves,  are  too  small  to  constitute  a 
wilderness  area,  and  it  is  not  valid  to  assume 
that,  because  they  are  bounded  by  National 
Forest,  they  need  not  encompass  5,000  acres. 

MSO-084/E      All  areas  related  to  #110  should  be  included  at 

this  time  prior  to  a  determination  of  their 
suitability  under  the  "Crown  Butte  test,"  as  a 
landlocked  island. 

MC-106/A**      Tracts  separated  from  each  other,  which 

individually  fail  to  meet  size  requirements. 


u 


no 


110  -  BEAVER  MEADOWS 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 


MSO-009/E      Wildlife  values  are  high. 

Other 

B-051/C        All  the  qualities  of  wilderness. 


n 

I 
I 


I 


I 


Minerals 

MSO-075/I      Potential  for  oil  and  gas. 

B-013/I*       This  area  is  in  a  very  complex,  highly  faulted 

and  thrusted  geologic  province.   These  mountain 
front  areas  have  very  high  potential  for  oil  and 
gas  because  of  the  many  folds  and  fault  traps 
and  multiple  zone  possibilities.   All  of  these 
areas  with  one  exception  are  leased  by  the  oil  and 
gas  industry. 

WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS  M 

m 

Supplemental 

MSO-099/E      Represents  perhaps  one  of  the  most  significant        H 

ecological  transition  areas  on  our  continent.         • 
It  is  becoming  increasingly  important  as  pres- 
sures mount  to  exploit  its  known  resources  and        ^ 
search  for  its  probable  energy  reserves.   This        li 
confrontation  of  values  can  only  be  managed  by 
first  understanding  what  is  at  stake  through 
an  adequate  inventory  process. 


I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

Vim' 

I 
I 
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111  -  SLEEPING  GIANT 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-related 


G 


C 


B-091/C        One  of  the  very  best  areas  in  the  initial 

inventory. 

MSO-009/E      Should  be  classified  wilderness  to  maximize 

and  retain  public  values  which  are  extensively 
used. 

MC-106/A**     This  unit  is  not  qualified  for  WSA  designation, 

SIZE-  AND/OR  BOUNDARY-RELATED  COMMENTS 

MC-106/A**     The  inventory  for  (this)  unit  should  be  performed 

on  the  basis  of  ownership  existing  at  time  of 
inventory,  not  on  the  basis  of  some  future  plan 
for  creating  a  wilderness.   Such  designation  and 
wilderness  fabrication  is  contrary  to  law  and  is 
unsupportable. .. .Tracts  separated  from  each  other, 
which  individually  fail  to  meet  size  requirements. 

MSO-101/I**    This  area  is  one  which  either  displays  unaccept- 
able irregular  outlines  or  is  too  small  to  comply 
with  the  intent  of  Congress. 

MSO-099/E      It  is  our  hope  that  through  "blocking  up"  of 

public  lands,  units  111  and  121  will  achieve 
proper  protection. 

MSO-100/E      I  would  hope  that  through  land  adjustment  the 

wilderness  option  can  be  retained  for  this  area. 
Substantial  size  and  quality  and  should  be 
continued  in  the  intensive  inventory. .. .1  have 
previously  testified  in  support  of  a  land 
exchange  for  the  Sleeping  Giant  (111) . 


PRIVATE  LAND 

MSO-101/I**    Wilderness  areas  should  not  include  state  or 

fee  lands  (i.e.  this  area). 


! 
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111  -  SLEEPING  GIANT 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 

Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 

MSO-101/I**     Roads  passing  through  (area  shown)  by  the 

Montana  AMS  and  topographic  maps.... The  fact 
that  these  roads  often  extend  through  and 
across  these  areas  suggests  that  they  play  a 
larger  role  in  rural  access  than  might  some 
isolated  dead-end  road.   Whether  or  not  main- 
tained by  mechanical  means,  these  roads  may 
or  may  not  be  essential  to  the  maintenance 
of  existing  resource  uses.   They  are  incom- 
patible with  a  meaningful  interpretation  of 
what  is  meant  by  wilderness. 


WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 

Other 

MSO-09  0/C      Examples  of  uncompromised  beauty  and  natural- 
ness with  outstanding  primitive  recreation  and 
solitude  values. 


I 
I 
I 


I 

I 
I 


I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
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112  -  LAZYMAN  GULCH  NR 


SIZE-  AND/OR  BOUNDARY- RELATED  COMMENTS 

MSO-101/I**    There  are  many  areas  being  considered  for  wilder- 
ness which  border  Forest  Service  land.   These  BLM 
areas,  in  themselves,  are  too  small  to  constitute 
a  wilderness  area,  and  it  is  not  valid  to  assume 
that,  because  they  are  bounded  by  National  Forest, 
they  need  not  encompass  5,000  acres. 


Wg! 


z 
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I 


fm 
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114    -    ELKHORN  R 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 

Decision-related 

MS0-9/E        Should  be  studied  for  wilderness  and  managed 

as  such  until  the  status  of  contiguous  Forest 
Service  land  is  determined. 

MS0-99/E  .      Should  remain  in  the  inventory  process  pending 

resolution  of  the  classification  of  adjoining 
U.S.F.S.  lands. 

MSO-100/E      Should  be  included  in  the  inventory  until  a 

final  wilderness  boundary  is  determined  for  the 
Elkhorns. 


PRIVATE  LAND 


I 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 


Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 


Minerals 

MSO-101/I**     There  is  additional  mineral  resource  potential 

in  this  area.   Surveys  already  carried  out  have 
noted  the  occurrences  of  valuable  minerals  in 
this  area. . .copper ,  gold,  silver,  lead,  zinc. 


WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 

Other 

MSO-90/C       Naturalness. . .solitude,  outstanding  primitive 

recreation. . .examples  of  uncompromised  beauty, 


I 


1 
I 
I 


MSO-101/I**    Vfilderness  areas  should  not  include  state  or  || 

fee  lands  (i.e.  this  area).  i— ' 


MSO-101/I**     Roads  passing  through. .. (area  shown) .. .by  the 

Montana  AMS  and  topographic  maps.... The  fact 
that  these  roads  often  extend  through  and  across 
these  areas  suggests  that  they  play  a  larger 
role  in  rural  access  than  might  some  isolated 
dead-end  road.   Whether  or  not  maintained  by 
mechanical  means,  these  roads  may  be  essential 
to  the  maintenance  of  existing  resource  uses. 
They  are  incompatible  with  a  meaningful  inter-        |^ 
pretation  of  what  is  meant  by  wilderness.  ■ 


I 
I 
I 
I 


I 
I 
I 
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115  -  BLACK  SAGE  .     R 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-related 


B-91/C         It  is  an  outstanding  candidate  for  preservation 

through  wilderness  designation  because  of  its 
isolation.   The  ranches  around  its  borders  and 
the  grazing  activities  and  improvements  within 
them  do  not  in  my  view  detract  significantly 
from  this  area's  wild  quality. 

MSO-99/E       Like  a  high  island  in  otherwise  open  rolling  . 

country.   The  variety  in  terrain  and  habitat 
type  it  provides  require  that  it  be  carried 
forward  for  intensive  inventory. 

w       Other 

MS0-9/E        Needs  additional  study  to  determine  wildlife 
<  values  and  recreational  use.   It  has  marginal 

wilderness  potential. 

ik     SIZE-  AND/OR  BOUNDARY- RELATED  COMMENTS 

fMSO-101/I**    There  are  many  areas  being  considered  for  wilder- 
ness which  border  Forest  Service  land.   These 
BLM  areas,  in  themselves,  are  too  small  to 
constitute  a  wilderness  area,  and  it  is  not 
valid  to  assiime  that,  because  they  are  bounded 
"*  by  National  Forest,  they  need  not  encompass 

5,000  acres. .. .This  area  is  one  which  either 
displays  unacceptable  irregular  outlines  or  is 
kn  too  small  to  comply  with  the  intent  of  Congress. 

^     PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 
Minerals 
MSO-100/E      Potential  for  uranium. 

WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 
Supplemental 

MSO-10  0/E      Should  be  included  because  of  its  wide  diversity 

of  terrain  and  habitat  types. 


m 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


116  -  LIMESTONE  HILLS  EAST  NR     I 

I 


Decision-related 

MSO-99/E       We  hasten  to  point  out  that  it  does  have  high 

wildlife  values  that  need  to  be  protected  and 
enhanced. 

B-034/C        I  would  like  to  recommend  that  the  two  adjoining 
Limestone  Hills  roadless  areas  (#116  &  117)  be 
redesignated  as  WSAs.   They  seem  to  have  the 
size,  natural  values,  and  potential  for  wilder- 
ness designation — at  least  they  warrant  study. 

B-91/C         I  agree  that  Area  116  does  not  merit  further 

consideration  for  wilderness  designation  because 
of  the  extensive  changes  wrought  upon  it  be 
human  activity. 

PRIVATE  LAND 

MSO-101/I**    Wilderness  areas  should  not  include  state  or 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 


Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 


Minerals 

MSO-101/I**    There  is  additional  mineral  resource  potential 

in  this  area.   Surveys  already  carried  out  have 
noted  the  occurrences  of  valuable  minerals  in 
this  area. .. .gold,  gemstones. 

MSO-42/I**      High  potential  for  porphyry  copper  deposits. 


I 

I 

n 


wxxaerness  areas  snouia  nor  xnciuae  state  or  m 

fee  lands  (i.e.  this  area) .  I 

I 
I 


MSO-101/I**    Roads  passing  through. .. (area  shown)... by  the 

Montana  AMS  and  topographic  maps. 

MSO-101/I**     The  fact  that  these  roads  often  extend  through         J 

and  across  these  areas  suggests  that  they  play 
a  larger  role  in  rural  access  than  might  some 
isolated  dead-end  road.   Whether  or  not  main- 
tained by  mechanical  means,  these  roads  may  be 
essential  to  the  maintenance  of  existing  resource 
uses.   They  are  incompatible  with  a  meaningful 
interpretation  of  what  is  meant  by  wilderness. 


I 


I 
I 


|E^ 


E 
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116  -  LIMESTONE  HILLS  EAST 


WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 


Naturalness 


B-80/I         The  area  west  of  Townsend  (Units  116  and  117)  is 

undeniably  marked  by  activities  on  the  National 
Guard  Rifle  Range. 


I 


22g 


117  -  LIMESTONE  HILLS  WEST  NR 


GENERAL  OPINIONS  *-^ 

Decision-related  "" 

'man'' 

B-034/C        I  would  like  to  recommend  that  this... area  be 

redesignated  as  a  WSA.   It  seems  to  have  the 
size,  natural  values,  and  potential  for  wilder- 
ness designation. . . (to) . . .warrant  study. 

B-91/C         I  agree  that  area  117  does  not  merit  further  I 

consideration  for  wilderness  designation  because      ■ 
of  the  extensive  changes  wrought  upon  it  by 
human  activity. 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 


Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 


Minerals 

MSO-42/I**     High  potential  for  porphyry  copper  deposits. 

WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 

Naturalness 

B-80/I         The  area  west  of  Townsend  (Units  116  and  117) 

is  undeniably  marked  by  activities  on  the 
National  Guard  Rifle  Range. 

Supplemental 


m 


I 


MSO-lOl/I**    The  fact  that  these  roads  often  extend  through 

and  across  these  areas  suggests  that  they  play        ^ 
a  larger  role  in  rural  access  than  might  some 
isolated  dead-end  road.   Whether  or  not  main- 
tained by  mechanical  means,  these  roads  may  be 
essential  to  the  maintenance  of  existing  resource 

.1  uses.   They  are  incompatible  with  a  meaningful        m 

interpretation  of  what  is  meant  by  wilderness....      ■ 
Roads  passing  through. .. (area  shown) .. -by  the 
Montana  Ax^S  and  topographic  maps . 


I 


I 


I 


MSO-99/E       We  hasten  to  point  out  that  it  does  have  high 

wildlife  values  that  need  to  be  protected  and 
enhanced.  **^ 


I 
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121  -  DEVIL'S  KITCHEN 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-related 


B-91/C         One  of  the  very  best  areas  in  the  initial 

inventory. 

MC-106/A**      This  unit  is  not  qualified  for  WSA  designation, 


b     INVENTORY  CRITERIA  SUGGESTIONS 

MS0-9/E        Wildlife  values  should  have  a  high  priority  in 
I  determining  allocation. 

SIZE-  AND /OR  BOUNDARY-RELATED  COMMENTS 

MSO-101/I**    This  area  is  one  which  either  displays  unaccept- 
able irregular  outlines  or  is  too  small  to 
|y  comply  with  the  intent  of  Congress. 

MSO-99/E       It  is  our  hope  that  through  "blocking  up"  of 
1^  public  lands  Units  111  and  121  will  achieve 

proper  protection. 

T\  MSO-IOO/E      I  would  hope  that  through  land  adjustment  the 

■*  wilderness  option  can  be  retained  for  this  area. 

Has  substantial  size  and! quality  and  should  be 
continued  in  the  intensive  inventory. 

MC-106/A**     Tracts  separated  from  each  other  which  individu- 
ally fail  to  meet  size  requirements. 

y 

PRIVATE  LAND 

^  MSO-101/I**     Wilderness  area  should  not  include  state  or  fee 

lands  (i.e.  this  area). 

Ili       MC-106/A**     The  inventory  for  (this)  unit  should  be  performed 

on  the  basis  of  ownership  existing  at  time  of 
r  inventory,  not  on  the  basis  of  some  future  plan 

i  for  creating  a  wilderness.   Such  designation  and 

wilderness  fabrication  is  contrary  to  law  and  is 
unsupportable . 

y       MS0-9/E        Should  be  studied  for  wilderness  if  private 

inholdings  can  be  acquired. 


110 


122  -  TENDERFOOT/DEEP  CREEK  NR    I 


SIZE-  AND/OR  BOUNDARY- RELATED  COMMENTS 

MSO-101/I**     There  are  many  areas  being  considered  for  wilder- 
ness which  border  Forest  Service  land.   These  BLM 
areas,  in  themselves,  are  too  small  to  constitute 
a  wilderness  area,  and  it  is  not  valid  to  assiune 
that,  because  they  are  bounded  by  National  Forest, 
they  need  not  encompass  5,000  acres.  . 


I 

I 


I 
I 


I 
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123 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-related 


B-91/C         I  urge  protection  through  wilderness  designation. 

MS0-9/E        Has  wildlife  and  recreational  values  that  can  be 

best  retained  under  a  protective  classification. 

MSO-99/E       Like  a  high  island  in  otherwise  open  rolling 

country.  The  variety  in  terrain  and  habitat 
type  it  provides  requires  that  it  be  carried 
forward  for  intensive  inventory. 


WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 

Opportunities  for  Primitive  Recreation 

B-91/C         The  islands  are  excellent  camping  spots  for 

river  floaters. 

Supplemental 

B-91/C         Area  is  definitely  important  to  waterfowl  and 

pheasants  for  nesting,  roosting,  and  "cover." 
They  are  also  occasionally  used  for  cover  and 
feed  by  white-tailed  deer. 

MSO-100/E      I  recommend  that  river  island  areas  be  included 

in  the  inventory  because  of  their  ecological 
significance  and  importance  to  wildlife. 


I 
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124 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-related 


B-091/C        I  urge  their  protection  through  wilderness 

designation. 


MSO-099/E      Like  a  high  island  in  otherwise  rolling  country 

The  variety  in  terrain  and  habitat  type  it 
provides  require  that  it  be  carried  forward 
for  intensive  inventory. 


B-091/C        The  islands  are  excellent  camping  spots  for 

river  floaters. 


I 

I 


I 

MSO-100/E      I  recommend  that... (this  area) .. .be  included  ■ 

in  the  inventory  because  of  (its)  ecological  ■ 

significance  and  importance  to  wildlife. 

WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS  «- 

Opportunities  for  Primitive  Recreation 


kd 


Supplemental  '*' 

MSO-009/E      Has  wildlife  and  recreational  values  that  can  be  M 

best  retained  under  a  protective  classification.  " 

B-091/C        Area  is  definitely  important  to  waterfowl  and  "" 

pheasants  for  nesting,  roosting,  and  "cover."  mt 
(It)  is  also  occasionally  used  for  cover  and 

feed  by  white-tailed  deer.  m 

9 
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125   .  R 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


r"       Decision-related 

B-91/C         I  urge  protection  through  wilderness  designation, 

MSO-100/E      I  recommend  that  river  island  areas  be  included 
^  in  the  inventory  because  of  their  ecological 

significance  and  importance  to  wildlife. 

y       MSO-99/E       Like  a  high  island  in  otherwise  open  rolling 

country.  The  variety  in  terrain  and  habitat 
type  it  provides  require  that  it  be  carried 

'  forward  for  intensive  inventory. 

WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 

Opportunities  for  Praiinitive  Recreation 

y       B-91/C         The  islands  are  excellent  camping  spots  for 

river  floaters. 


Supplemental 

MS0-9/E        Has  wildlife  and  recreational  values  that  can  be 

best  retained  under  a  protective  classification. 

B-91/C         Area  is  definitely  important  to  waterfowl  and 

pheasants  for  nesting,  roosting,  and  "cover." 
It  is  also  occasionally  used  for  cover  and  feed 
by  white-tailed  deer. 
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126 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-related 


I 


MSO-100/E      I  recommend  that  river  island  areas  be  included 

in  the  inventory  because  of  their  ecological 
significance  and  importance  to  wildlife. 

MSO-9  9/E       Like  a  high  island  in  otherwise  open  rolling 

country.   The  variety  in  terrain  and  habitat 
type  it  provides  require  that  it  be  carried  ^ 

forward  for  intensive  inventory. 


WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 


I 


Supplemental 

MS0-9/E        Has  wildlife  and  recreational  values  that  can 

be  best  retained  under  a  protective  classification. 


I 
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129  -  NORTH  FORK  OF  SMITH  RIVER  NR 


SIZE-  AND/OR  BOUNDARY- RELATED  COMMENTS 

MSO-101/I**    There  are  many  areas  being  considered  for  wilder- 
ness which  border  Forest  Service  land.   These  BLM 
areas,  in  themselves,  are  too  small  to  constitute 
a  wilderness  area,  and  it  is  not  valid  to  assvime 
that,  because  they  are  bounded  by  National  Forest, 
they  need  not  encompass  5,000  acres. 


mi 
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130  -  SPRING  CREEK  NR 


SIZE-  and/or  BOUNDARY- RELATED  COMMENTS 

MSO-101/I**    There  are  many  areas  being  considered  for  wild- 
erness which  border  Forest  Service  land.   These 
BLM  areas,  in  themselves,  are  too  small  to  con- 
stitute a  wilderness  area,  and  it  is  not  valid 
to  assume  that,  because  they  are  bounded  by 
National  Forest,  they  need  not  incompass  5,000 
acres. 


^1^^ 


I 


I 
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tt  133 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-related 


MSO-100/E      I  recommend  that  river  island  areas  be  included 

in  the  inventory  because  of  their  ecological 
1^  significance  and  importance  to  wildlife. 

MSO-99/E       Like  a  high  island  in  otherwise  open  rolling 
I  country.   The  variety  in  terrain  and  habitat 

■"*  type  it  provides  require  that  it  be  carried 

forward  for  intensive  inventory. 


s 


WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 


Supplemental 


to 


MS0-9/E        Has  wildlife  and  recreational  values  that  can 

be  best  retained  under  a  protective  classifi- 
cation. 


to 

L 
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I 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision- related 


MS0-9/E        Has  wildlife  and  recreational  values  that  can  be 

best  retained  under  a  protective  classification. 


^2 


MS0-99/E       Like  a  high  island  in  otherwise  open  rolling 

country.   The  variety  in  terrain  and  habitat 
type  it  provides  require  that  it  be  carried  u 

forward  for  intensive  inventory. 

WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS  taj 

MSO-100/E      I  recommend  that  river  island  areas  be  included 

in  the  inventory  because  of  their  ecological 
significance  and  importance  to  wildlife- 


I 

I 
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136  -  NORTH  ABSAROKA/CHICO/SIX  MILE  NR 


SIZE-  AND/OR  BOUNDARY- RELATED  COMMENTS 

MSO-101/I**    There  are  many  areas  being  considered  for  wilder- 
ness which  border  Forest  Service  land.   These  ELM 
areas,  in  themselves,  are  too  small  to  constitute 
a  wilderness  area,  and  it  is  not  valid  to  assume 
that,  because  they  are  bounded  by  National  Forest, 
they  need  not  encompass  5,00  0  acres. 
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137    -    CHICO    PEAK  NR 


B 

H 

I 

SIZE-  AND/OR  BOUNDARY-RELATED  COMMENTS 

m 
MSO-101/I**    There  are  many  areas  being  considered  for  wilder-      M 


ness  which  border  Forest  Service  land.   These  BLM 
areas,  in  themselves,  are  too  small  to  constitute 
a  wilderness  area,  and  it  is  not  valid  to  assume 
that,  because  they  are  bounded  by  National  Forest, 
they  need  not  encompass  5,000  acres. 


I 
I 


I 
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GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-related 


B-91/C         I  urge  protection  through  wilderness  designation. 

r 

^        MSO-100/E      I  recommend  that  river  island  areas  be  included 

in  the  inventory  because  of  their  ecological 
^  significance  and  importance  to  wildlife. 


MSO-99/E       Like  a  high  island  in  otherwise  open  rolling 

country.  The  variety  in  terrain  and  habitat 
type  it  provides  requires  that  it  be  carried 
forward  for  intensive  inventory. 

WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 

Opportunities  for  Primitive  Recreation 

B-91/C         The  islands  are  excellent  camping  spots  for 

river  floaters. 

Supplemental 

MS0-9/E        Has  wildlife  and  recreational  values  that  can  be 

best  retained  under  a  protective  classification. 

B-91/C         Area  is  definitely  important  to  waterfowl  and 

pheasants  for  nesting,  roosting,  and  "cover." 
It  is  also  occasionally  used  for  cover  and  feed 
by  white-tailed  deer. 
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139  -  NORTH  ABSAROKA/MILL  CREEK  NR 


I 


I 

SIZE-  AND/OR  BOUNDARY- RELATED  COMMENTS 

MSO-101/I**    There  are  many  areas  being  considered  for  wilder-     I 


ness  which  border  Forest  Service  land.   These  BLM 
areas,  in  themselves,  are  too  small  to  constitute 
a  wilderness  area,  and  it  is  not  valid  to  assume 
that,  because  they  are  bounded  by  National  Forest, 
they  need  not  encompass  5,000  acres. 
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150  -  WALES  CREEK 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 

Decision-related 

B-0,02/C        The  most  careful  consideration  must  be  given 

these  lands. 

MSO-75/I       It  is  recommended  that  this  area  not  be  given 

a  roadless  classification. 


'i^  MC-106/A**     The  controversy  over  these  roads  should  be 

ample  indication  that  the  unit  should  be 
scratched  from  further  consideration. 


MS0-13/I       Should  (not)  be  recommended  for  further 

wilderness  study. 

Other 


MS0-13/I       I  am  not  in  favor  of  land  trades  that  change 
|g  the  ownership  patterns  for  school  districts 

and  counties. .. .1  favor  multiple  use  planning. 


SIZE-  and/or  BOUNDARY-RELATED  COMMENTS 

MC-106/A**     If  in  fact  the  roads  in  question  are  part  of 

the  16,143  acres  in  this  unit  to  be  studied, 
then  they  too  should  be  removed. 

PRIVATE  LAND 

MSO-101/I**    Wilderness  areas  should  not  include  state  or 

fee  lands,  (i.e.  this  area) 

MSO-75/I       This  section  would  eliminate  access  in  to  a 

BN  fee  section  (no.  26)  from  the  west. 

PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 

Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 

MC-106/A**      Reported  to  have  several  roads  that  have  had 

maintenance  which  should  disqualify  the  area 
for  WSA  status. 

MSO-75/I       In  T13N,  R13W,  the  proposed  section  26  effectively 

cuts  a  jeep  trail  from  Elevation  Mountain. 
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150  -  WALES  CREEK 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS  (CONT.) 


Minerals 


MSO-101/I** 


MSO-75/I 


Timber 
MS0-13/I 


Recreation 


B-71/A 


There  is  additional  mineral  resource  potential 
in  this  area.   Surveys  already  carried  out  have 
noted  the  occurrences  of  valuable  minerals  in 
this  area. .. .Gold,  copper,  iron. 

Four  commodities  have  potential  in  the  area. 
These  are:   barite,  silica,  limestone  and  dolomite, 
sand  and  gravel.   Though  no  barite  is  known  in 
the  area,  a  high  potential  exists  for  its  occur- 
rence within  the  block. . . .Metallic  mineral  poten- 
tial for  this  unit  consists  of  lode  gold  and 
copper  and  placer  gold  in  the  Top  0'  Deep  dis- 
trict and  Your-name  Creek  and  Deer  Creek  placer 
deposits.   There  is  a  high  probability  that 
considerable  placer  gold  remains  for  small-scale 
lode  mining. .. .This  lineament  is  believed  to 
have  good  potential  for  geothermal  resources 
because  it  appears  to  be  a  major  break  or  zone 
of  weakness  within  the  crust.   That  would  allow 
deep  circulation  of  groundwaters  and/or  the 
upward  movement  of  magma  and  thermal  waters. 
A  number  of  warm  springs  occur  along  the  south 
side  of  the  Garnet  Range  and  several  others  are 
reported  to  be  present.   A  Pleistocene  or  Holo- 
cene  volcanic  cinder  cone  has  been  reported  near 
Driommond.   Based  on  the  presence  of  these  sur- 
face manifestations  and  the  proximity  to  a  major 
structural  feature,  this  area  appears  to  have 
at  least  moderate  geothermal  potential. .. .high 
uranium  potential 


Contains  extensive  stands  of  mature  lodgepole 
pine  that  may  soon  be  bug  killed. 


Snowmobilers  operating  out  of  Missoula  will  not 
be  seriously  affected  by  the  inclusion  of  any 
ELM  wilderness  study  areas  into  the  wilderness 
system,  with  one  notable  exception.   If  your 
management  plan  provides  for  a  buffer  zone 
outside  the  wilderness  boundary,  the  Wales  Creek 
area  is  of  great  concern,  as  a  major  snowmobile 
trail  to  Elevation  Mt.  could  possibly  become 
a  wilderness  boundary. 
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150  -  WALES  CREEK 


WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 

Supplemental 

B-002/C        Much  of  your  foothill  and  low  mountain 

country  are  vital  key  game  land  surrounded 
by  logged  off  or  well-traveled  and  ranched 
or  farmed  areas. 

(Area  does)... have  wilderness  potential. 

Has  high  wilderness  values. 


1 

MSO-95/C 

MSO-100/E 

1 

1 

E 
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151  -  HOODOO 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 

Dec is ion- related 

MSO-009/E      Has  all  of  the  qualities  necessary  to  be  classi- 
fied wilderness.   It  should  be  studied. 

B-002/C        The  most  careful  consideration  must  be  given  these 

lands. 

MSO-054/C      It  (is)  definitely  worth  the  time  spent  doing  the 

intensive  review  because  of  the  recreation  values 
it  supports. 

B-029/C        I  support  primitive  conditions  are  needed  here  as 

a  refuge  for  the  struggling  herds  still  roaming 
this  range.   Our  BLM  lands  are  but  islands  among 
so  much  development  and  land  encroachment,  and 
so  the  importance  of  some  isolated  pockets  within 
these  islands  is  emphasized. 

MSO-075/I      Should  not  be  given  a  roadless  classification. 

MSO-013/I      Should  (not)  be  recommended  for  further  wilderness 

study. 


B-014/C        If  the  area  is  locked  up  as  wilderness  no  one 

will  benefit  from  its  resources  and  if  the  moun- 
tain pine  beetle  attacks  the  area  it  will  be 
another  waste  of  our  country's  resources  such 
as  we  have  seen  in  the  infestations  of  the  west 
side  of  Glacier  Park  and  in  Yellowstone  Park.   I 


1 
I 
I 

■ 

I 

1 

J 
I 
1 


B- 02 6/1        After  driving  through  the  area  down  Indian  Creek     ■ 

to  Braziel  Creek  to  Nevada  Lake,  talking  with        ■ 
your  people  about  the  area,  and  observing  the 
area  from  aerial  photographs,  I  feel  this  area 
should  not  be  managed  as  a  wilderness  area.... Even 
though  the  area  meets  many  of  the  wilderness 
requirements,  this  does  not  mean  it  is  suited  to     ^ 
be  a  wilderness  area. .. .Making  this  area  a  wilder-   ■ 
ness  would  not  be  the  best  use  of  the  land. 


I 
■ 


B-028/I        We  feel  it  would  be  very  unwise  to  make  a  wilder-  % 

ness  wasteland  out  of  the  area  instead  of  uti-  M 
lizing  its  highly  productive  sites  to  furnish 

raw  material  for  our  nation's  timber  needs....  ^ 

Idaho  Pole  Company  does  not  feel  that  the  Hoodoo  ^ 
Area  should  be  considered  for  wilderness  because 

of  the  existing  roads  present  and  the  high  poten-  _ 

tial  for  its  future  timber  production.  ■ 


I 
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^  151    -    HOODOO 
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GENERAL  OPINIONS  (CONT.) 

Decision-related  (Cont.) 

B-014/C        don't  think  we  can  afford  to  create  any  more  timber 
(Cont.)       shortages  by  locking  up  more  productive  land  in 

wilderness. .. .1  am  strongly  opposed  to  making  the 
Hoodoo  area  a  walk-in  only  wilderness  area.   Let 
the  people  who  have  enjoyed  the  area  in  the  past 
continue  to  enjoy  it  in  the  future  instead  of 
taking  it  away  from  them. 

Other 

MSO-013/I      Active  range  management  is  needed  in  the  area  to 

protect  our  most  valuable  resource  which  is  the 
land  itself. 

B- 02 6/1        I  do  not  recommend  extensive  development. . .but  I 

do  feel  this  area  should  be  managed  for  driving 
for  pleasure,  day  hiking,  watershed,  wildlife 
habitat,  grazing,  and  possibly  timber  if  the  need 
arises. 

B-002/C        For  20  years  my  friend  and  I  have  hunted  elk  in 

(this)  locality  and  watched  the  timber  interest 
in  the  area  gradually  cut  all  the  timber.   The 
land  is  marginal  and  I  have  yet  to  see  an  area 
logged  off  replaced  by  trees.   I  feel  it  is  poorly 
managed. 


f^, 


B- 02 8/1        Timber  harvesting  will  enhance  the  chance  for 

(general  recreation  users  as  well  as  create  better 
forage  for  the  wildlife  in  the  area.   Proper 
timber  harvesting  methods  can  be  accomplished 
,  with  low  impact  road  systems  that  can  be  blocked 

after  use  leaving  the  more  primitive  existing 
roads  for  minimal  recreational  and  hunter  access 
....The  area  should  be  managed  for  its  resources 
and  general  recreation  in  order  to  fulfill  its 
W  real  potential. 

^       B-014/C        I  disagree  with  the  Bureau  of  Land  Management's 
1^  approach  to  dete2rmination  of  the  use  of  this  area 

in  that  only  wilderness  characteristics  are  ini- 
tially being  studied  with  no  consideration  for 
L,  the  economic  and  general  recreation  values.   It 

is  impossible  for  anyone  to  determine  if  the  area 
should  be  wilderness  or  managed  for  its  resources 

E  without  all  the  facts  about  its  wilderness  char- 

acteristics and  its  inventory  of  other  resources 
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151  -  HOODOO 


GENERAL  OPINIONS  (CONT.) 


Other  (Cont.) 

B-014/C 
(Cont. ) 


being  compared  at  the  outset  of  the  study.   No 
information  was  made  available  to  me  concerning 
timber  inventories  present,  potential  minerals, 
oil  deposits,  or  past  general  recreational  use. 
These  should  be  compared  before  the  area  is 
automatically  thrown  onto  the  wilderness  docket 
....The  public  should  continue  to  be  allowed  to 
use  these  roads  in  the  future  as  they  utilized 
the  area  using  these  roads  long  before  the  wilder-, 
ness  advocates  began  their  big  push  to  lock  up 
every  back  country  parcel  in  the  west.   This 
seems  to  me  to  be  discriminating  against  users 
like  myself  who  are  looking  for  our  particular 
type  of  recreation  rather  than  walk  in  type 
wilderness  recreation.   Why  shouldn't  we  have,  some 
back  country  areas  with  low  standard  access  roads, 
such  as  the  Hoodoo,  for  our  use  just  as  the  wilder- 
ness advocates  have  their  areas  to  walk  into?   The 
timber  could  also  be  managed  on  a  low  standard 
system  of  roads  and  these  could  be  closed  upon 
completion  of  timber  harvest  leaving  the  existing 
access  roads  intact,  as  they  have  been  for  years, 
as  a  minimal  access  to  hunters.   Proper  timber 
harvest  will  also  improve  the  forage  for  wildlife 
and  will  improve  the  abundance  of  game. 
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PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 


Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 


B-028/I 


B-014/C 


The  Hoodoo  Area  contains  fire  roads  constructed 
and  maintained  in  the  past  by  the  Blackfoot 
Protective  Association.   It  also  contains  timber 
access  roads. 

I  have  been  in  much  of  the  area  and  have  logged 
on  three  sides  of  it.   There  are  low  standard 
fire  roads  through  the  middle  of  the  area  and 
som:e  high  cost  logging  access  roads  in  the  north- 
ern portion  which  the  taxpayers  have  paid  for  and 
shouldn't  be  abandoned. .. .Roads  are  traveled 
every  year  by  pickups  and  in  the  winter  by  snow- 
mobiles ...  .Ten  miles  of  what  the  BLM  calls  "ways" 
were  constructed  with  a  crawler  tractor  and  were 
maintained  with  mechanized  equipment  for  fire 
prevention.  ■  , 
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151  -  HOODOO 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS  (CONT.) 

Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways  (Cont.) 


I' 
I 


MSO-013/I 


Minerals 


MSO-075/I 


Grazing 
B-026/I 


§ 


Timber 


B-026/I 


If 


MSO-013/I 


B-028/I 


I 


B-014/C 


Over  five  miles  of  ELM  maintained  roads  within 
the  area. 


Mineral  potential  for  the  area  consists  of  lime- 
stone in  the  Madison  formation,  clay  in  the 
Kootenai  formation,  and  phosphate  in  the  Retort 
member  of  the  Phosphoria  formation.   The  poten- 
tial for  these  commodities  in  and  around  the  unit 
are  high.... high  potential  for  base  and  precious 
metals. . . . at  least  moderate  potential  for  geo- 
thermal  resources. .. .considered  to  have  high  uranium 
potential . 


Grazing  is  already  happening  with  drift  fences 
that  exist.   Grazing  is  limited,  however,  because 
of  dense  canopy  and  low  amounts  of  useable  forage 
....I  feel  whatever  grazing  potential  is  here 
should  be  utilized. 


From  a  timber  management  point  of  view,  there  is 
little  present  value  here  now.   The  lodgepole 
is  about  75  years  old,  reaching  the  midpoint  of 
its  life  cycle.   Pre-commercial  thinning  would 
be  out  of  the  question.   Post  and  pole  and  fruit 
stakes  are  the  only  viable  options  now,  but  there 
are  already  so  many  of  these  areas. 

Contains  some  very  valuable  timber  in  addition 
to  several  opportunities  for  local  post  and  pole 
cutters. 

The  Hoodoo  Area  contains  a  vast  area  of  prime 
lodgepole. . . .We  have  harvested  lodgepole  pine 
poles  in  the  past  from  Bureau  lands  in  the  Hoodoo 
Area.... We  are  certainly  dependent  on  the  area 
for  future  supply  of  (lodgepole  pine)  poles. 

There  is  a  large  inventory  of  lodgepole  pine  in 
the  area  of  which  much  is  mature  and  should  be 
harvested  before  the  mountain  pine  beetle  destroys 
it.   The  mountain  pine  beetle  is  prevalent  in 
the  lower  Blackfoot  drainage  and  is  spreading  in 
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151 


HOODOO 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS  (CONT.) 
Timber  (Cont. ) 


B-014/C 
(Cont. ) 


Recreation 


MSO-013/I 


B-014/C 


B- 02 6/1 


an  easterly  direction  now  towards  the  Hoodoo  area 
....The  Hoodoo  area  is  definitely  productive 
timber  producing  land. 


We  residents  of  the  area  enjoy  snowmobiling  on 
the  roads  and  trails  that  exist  within  the  study 
area. 

I  hunt  the  area  every  year  and  use  the  low  stan- 
dard fire  roads  for  access  as  do  many  other  hunters. 
Without  the  mechanical  use  of  these  roads  very 
little  of  the  area  would  be  utilized  by  hunters 
or  other  recreationists. 

Driving  through  this  area,  however,  on  the 
existing  roads  for  pleasure,  to  hunt,  picnic,  or 
enjoy  scenic  views  would  be  a  viable  option.   As 
the  roads  are  located  now  they  pass  through  several 
meadows ,  parks ,  and  overlooks  which  are  good 
criteria  for  day  use  recreation.   A  snowmobile 
course  is  another  developed  recreation  that  could 
be  considered  for  the  area. 


I 
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WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 


Opportunities  for  Primitive  Recreation 


B-026/I 


Supplemental 
B-026/I 


The  area  contains  about  85%  doghair  lodgepole 
pine  stands  and  from  most  wilderness  studies 
that  I  have  reviewed,  hiking  in  these  rank  very 
low  in  terms  of  recreational  enjoyment.   I  am 
aware  of  no  lakes  in  this  area.   Only  Wet  Cotton- 
wood Creek  and  Gallagher  Creek  are  large  enough 
for  fishing.   Scenic  views  are  few  and  far 
between  and  hardly  worth  the  miles  of  walking 
that  are  necessary  to  reach  them.   Anyone  who 
would  like  this  to  be  a  wilderness  area  should 
spend  their  vacation  backpacking  through  it. 


Wildlife  and  watershed  are  perhaps  the  biggest 
potential  for  this  area.   The  high  elevation, 
dense  lodgepole  pine  stands  provide  a  good  snow- 
pack  and  snow  melting  for  water  late  into  summer. 
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151  -  HOODOO 


L 


WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS  (CONT.) 
Supplemental  (Cont.) 


^iw 


rn 


B-026/I 
(Cont. ) 


B-002/C 


Other 
MSO-095/C 
MSO-100/E 
MSO-090/C 


The  sheer  size  of  this  roadless  area  would  make 
it  a  good  refuge  for  big  game  and  endangered 
species. 

I  shot  one  elk  in  the  edge  of  (this)  area. 
"Thank  goodness!   They  haven't  logged  this  area," 
I  thought  to  myself.   Now  I  see  why... it  is  consi- 
dered for  wilderness  designation.   It  is  now  the 
only  refuge  for  a  fair-sized  band  of  native  elk. 
The  areas  around  have  been  totally  cut  off,  and 
if  this  section  would  be  opened  up  it  could 
destroy  the  herd. 


They  do  have  wilderness  potential. 

(Area)  has  high  wilderness  value. 

Examples  of  uncompromised  beauty, .. .naturalness, 
...solitude  (and) .. .outstanding  primitive  recrea- 
tion. 
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152  -  NEVADA  MOUNTAIN  TACK-ONS 

NR 

1 

SIZE-  AND/OR  BOUNDARY-RELATED  COMMENTS 

t 

MSO-95/C       Small  size. 
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M  153  -  SILVER  KING  TACK-ONS  NR 


SIZE-  AND/OR  BOUNDARY- RELATED  COMMENTS 

MSO-95/C       Small  size. 

MSO-101/I**    There  are  many  areas  being  considered  for  wilder- 
ness which  border  Forest  Service  land.   These  BLM 
areas,  in  themselves,  are  too  small  to  constitute 
a  wilderness  area,  and  it  is  not  valid  to  assume 
that,  because  they  are  bounded  by  National  Forest, 
they  need  not  encompass  5,000  acres. 
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SIZE-  AND/OR  BOUNDARY-RELATED  COMMENTS 
MSO-95/C       Small  size. 

PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 

Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 


15  4  -  QUIGG  TACK-ONS  NR    ■. 

1 


I 

3' 


MSO-lOl/I**    Roads  passing  through  area  shown  by  the  Montana 

AMS  and  topographic  maps.... The  fact  that  these 
roads  often  extend  through  and  across  these 
areas  suggests  that  they  play  a  larger  role  in        ^ 
rural  access  than  might  some  isolated  dead-end        J 
road.   Whether  or  not  maintained  by  mechanical 
means,  these  roads  may  be  essential  to  the  main-      ^ 
tenance  of  existing  resource  uses.   They  are  ■ 

incompatible  with  a  meaningful  interpretation 
of  what  is  meant  by  wilderness. 
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li 


155  -  QUIGG  WEST  TACK-ON 

SIZE-  AND/OR  BOUNDARY-RELATED  COMMENTS 
MS0-9/E 


R 


Should  be  studied  for  consideration  as  an 
addition  to  contiguous  Forest  Service  study 
area. 


WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 


f 


Supplemental 

B-002/C 

Other 

MSO-95/C 

MSO-100/E 


Ram  Mountain  is  an  important  sheep  area, 

Has  wilderness  potential. 
Has  high  wilderness  value. 


c 


156  -  STONY  MOUNTAIN  TACK-ON  NR 


SIZE-  AND/OR  BOUNDARY- RELATED  COMMENTS 
MSO-95/C       Small  size. 
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170  -  BLACKFOOT  PLANNING  UNIT  NR 


5*^ 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 


!        Fixed  Site  Facilities 

w     

MS0-6/G        We... have  snow  courses  and  SNOTEL  sites  in  the 
r  Elevation  Mountain  Area  but  they  may  be  outside 

^  the  proposed  study  area,   A  more  detailed  map 

would  enable  us  to  determine  if  this  area  will 
have  effect  on  our  snow  survey  sites. 


200  -  DRY  CREEK 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-related 


25S 


I 
1 
I 
I 
I 

,.,,.,,,,,,.,..,^  I- 

MSO-101/I**    Roads  passing  through. .. (area  shown) .. .by  the         I 

Montana  AMS  and  topographic  maps ....  The  fact  " 

that  these  roads  often  extend  through  and  across 
these  areas  suggests  that  they  play  a  larger  role      ? 
in  rural  access  than  might  some  isolated  dead-end     ^ 
road.   Whether  or  not  maintained  by  mechanical 
means,  these  roads  may  be  essential  to  the  main- 
tenance of  existing  resource  uses.   They  are 
incompatible  with  a  meaningful  interpretation 
of  what  is  meant  by  wilderness. 


MSO-99/E       We  recommend  it  remain  in  for  intensive  inventory, 

We  acknowledge  there  have  been  damaging  intru- 
sions; however,  reclamation  of  this  unit  is 
possible.   The  oil  and  gas  interests  in  this 
unit  further  argue  for  the  need  of  an  intensive 
inventory. 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 


I 


t 
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U  201  -  DEER  MOUNTAIN  r 

-^    GENERAL  OPINIONS 

Decision-related 

MSO-99/E       We  recommend  that  this  area  remain  in  for  inten- 
sive inventory.   We  acknowledge  there  have  been 
^  damaging  intrusions;  however,  reclamation  of  this 

unit  is  possible.   The  oil  and  gas  interest  in 
this  unit  further  argue   for  the  need  of  an 
intensive  inventory. 


W 
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202  -  WEATHERMAN  DRAW 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-related 


MSO-99/E       We  recoramend  this  area  remain  in  for  intensive 

inventory.   We  acknowledge  there  have  been 
damaging  intrusions;  however,  reclamation  of  this 
unit  is  possible.   The  oil  and  gas  interest  in 
this  unit  further  argue  for  the  need  of  an . 
intensive  inventory. 
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203  -  JACK  CREEK  R 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Dec is ion- related 


MSO-99/E       We  recommend  this  area  remain  in  for  intensive 
f  inventory.   We  acknowledge  there  have  been 

liy  damaging  intrusions;  however,  reclamation  of  this 

unit  is  possible.   The  oil  and  gas  interest  in 
-  this  unit  further  argue   for  the  need  of  an  inten- 

!  sive  inventory. 


c 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 


Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 


^  MSO-101/I**    The  fact  that  these  roads  often  extend  through 

and  across  these  areas  suggests  that  they  play  a 
larger  role  in  rural  access  than  might  some 

^  isolated  dead-end  road.   Whether  or  not  maintained 

by  mechanical  means,  these  roads  may  be  essential 
to  the  maintenance  of  existing  resource  uses. 

i  They  are  incompatible  with  a  meaningful  interpre- 

tation of  what  is  meant  by  wilderness ... .Roads 
passing  through  area  shown  by  the  Montana  AMS 

m  and  topographic  maps. 

WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 

Potential  to  Revert  to  Natural  Condition 

1       MSO-100/E      ...reclamation  of  this  area  to  a  wilderness 
•  condition  is  both  possible  and  desirable. 


IfL 


204  -  BEAR  CREEK  R 

PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 

Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 

B-052/E        Roads  which  have  been  improved  and  maintained. 

Minerals 

B-052/E        Mineral  developments. 

WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 

MS0-2/C        Cultural,  historical,  and  archaeological  resources 

alone  speak  highly  of  the  necessity  for  wildland 
preservation. 
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205  -  BURNT  TIMBER  CANYON  R 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-related 


I 


MS0-31/C**     I  strongly  protest  that  205  on  your  inventory 

list  be  recommended  as  wilderness  area. 

MSO-4  3/C       I  would  like  to  request  that  this  area  be 

returned  to  the  wilderness  inventory  and/or 
intensively  studied  for  wilderness. 

MSO-100/E      An  important  addition  to  the  Lost  Water  Canyon 

Wilderness  proposed  by  the  Forest  Service. 

WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 

Supplemental 

MS0-2/C        Cultural,  historical,  and  archeological  resources 

alone  speak  highly  of  the  necessity  for  wildland 
preservation. 

MS0-31/C**     Because,  by  definition,  wilderness  areas  are 

pristine  areas,  enforcement  of  the  Wilderness 
Act  of  1964  would  likely  require  that  land  so 
designated  be  returned  to  a  primitive  condition. 
Should  such  a  designation  be  given  to  the  Pryor 
Mountain  Range,  it  is  conceivable  that  the  wild 
horses  would  be  removed  in  order  to  conform  the 
land  to  a  wilderness  state.   It  would  be  a 
tragedy  to  sacrifice  one  of  the  most  interesting 
mustang  herds  in  the  west  for  wilderness  values 
that  can  be  found  and  preserved  elsewhere. ...  In 
1968,  Secretary  of  the  Interior  Morris  Udall 
declared  the  Pryor  Mountain  Range  to  be  America's 
first  Wild  Horse  Refuge.   The  historical  and 
aesthetic  significance  of  the  animals  residing 
there  was  thereby  recognized  as  being  worthy  of 
preservation. .. .Citizens  who  live  near  the  Pryor 
Mountain  Range  are  proud  of  their  mustang  herd 
and  the  touch  of  Americana  that  these  animals 
represent. 


4» 


206  -  PRYOR  MOUNTAINS 
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R 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-related 


MS0-15/C 

MSO-43/C 

MSO-100/E 
MS0-31/C** 

Other 
MS0-15/C 


I  would  definitely  favor  the  inclusion  of  the 
Pryor  Mountain  Wild  Horse  and  Wildlife  Area  in 
wilderness  as  proposed  by  the  BLM. 

I  would  like  to  request  that  this  area  be  returned 
to  the  wilderness  inventory  and/or  intensively 
studied  for  wilderness. 

An  important  addition  to  the  Lost  Water  Canyon 
Wilderness  proposed  by  the  Forest  Service. 

I  strongly  protest  that  any  part  of  Sec.  205, 
206,  and  207  on  your  inventory  list  be  recom- 
mended as  wilderness  areas. 


If  the  Indian  writings  on  the  flats  are  not 
included  they  should  most  definitely  be  protected 
in  some  manner. 


PRIVATE  LAND 


MSO-101/I** 


Wilderness  areas  should  not  include  state  dr 
fee  lands  (i.e.  this  area) . 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 

Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 
MS0-15/C 


Minerals 


MSO-101/I** 


I  would  also  favor  the  closure  of  the  Tillet 
Ridge  Road  above  the  old  mine  shaft  watering 
hole. 


There  is  additional  mineral  resource  potential 
in  this  area.   Surveys  already  carried  out  have 
noted  the  occurrence  of  valuable  minerals  in 
this  area. . .uranium. 
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206  -  PRYOR  MOUNTAINS 


WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 


I 


Supplemental 

MS0-2/C        Cultural,  historical,  and  archeological  resources 

alone  speak  highly  of  the  necessity  for  wildland 
preservation , 

MS0-31/C**     Because,  by  definition,  wilderness  areas  are 

pristine  areas,  enforcement  of  the  Wilderness 
Act  of  1964  would  likely  require  that  land  so 
designated  be  returned  to  a  primitive  condition. 
Should  such  a  designation  be  given  to  the  Pryor 
Mountain  Range,  it  is  conceivable  that  the  wild 
horses  would  be  removed  in  order  to  conform  the 
land  to  a  wilderness  state.   It  would  be  a 
tragedy  to  sacrifice  one  of  the  most  interesting 
mustang  herds  in  the  west  for  wilderness  values 
that  can  be  found  and  preserved  elsewhere. ...  In 
^      1968  Secretary  of  the  Interior  Morris  Udall 

declared  the  Pryor  Mountain  Range  to  be  America's 
first  Wild  Horse  Refuge.   The  historical  and 
aesthetic  significance  of  the  animals  residing 
there  was  thereby  recognized  as  being  worthy  of 
preservation. .. .Citizens  who  live  near  the  Pryor 
Mountain  Range  are  proud  of  their  mustang  herd 
and  the  touch  of  Americana  that  these  animals 
represent. 


I 
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GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-related 


1 

207  -  BIGHORN  TACKON  r    || 

I 
1 

I 

1 
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MS0-31/C**      I strongly  protest  that  any  part  of  section 

207  on  your  inventory  list  be  recommended  as 
a  wilderness  area. 


PRIVATE  LAND 

MSO-101/I**    Wilderness  areas  should  not  include  state  or 

fee  lands.   (i.e.  this  area) 

WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 
Supplemental 
,  MS0-2/C        Cultural,   historical,  and  archeological  res- 


v^uiucixcix,  iixbturxcax,  ana  arcneoiogxcai  res-  m 
ources  alone  speak  highly  of  the  necessity  for  M 
wildland  preservation. 

MS0-31/C**     In  1968  Secretary  of  the  Interior  Morris  Udall        W 

declared  the  Pryor  Mountain  Range  to  be  " 

America's  first  Wild  Horse  Refuge.   The  histor- 
ical and  esthetic  significance  of  the  animals         ff 
residing  there  was  thereby  recognized  as  being       ■ 

worthy  of  preservation Because,  by  definition, 

wilderness  areas  are  pristine  areas,  enforcement      m 
of  the  Wilderness  Act  of  1964  would  likely  re-        H 
quire  that  land  so  designated  be  returned  to  a   . 
,  primitive  condition.   Should  such  a  designation       ^ 
be  given  to  the  Pryor  Mountain  Range,  it  is  con-      M 
ceivable  that  the  wild  horses  would  be  removed         " 
in  order  to  conform  the  land  to  a  wilderness 
state.   It  would  be  a  tragedy  to  sacrifice  one        "■ 
of  the  most  interesting  mustang  herds  in  the  ,         S 
West  for  wilderness  values  that  can  be  found 
and  preserved  elsewhere. .. .Citizens  who  live  /» 

near  the  Pryor  Mountain  Range  are  proud  of  their      J 
mustang  herd  and  the  touch  of  Americana  that 
these  animals  represent. 
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210,  610-616  -  YELLOWSTONE  ISLANDS 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-related 


MSO-99/E       Like  a  high  island  in  otheirwise  open  rolling 

country.   The  variety  in  terrain  and  habitat 

type  it  provides  requires  that  it  be  carried 
forward  for  intensive  inventory. 

MSO-100/E      Should  be  continued  in  the  inventory  because 

of  their  ecological  significance  and  importance 
to  wildlife. 


i 
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211  -  SNOWY  MOUNTAIN  TACK-ON  R 


SIZE-  AND/OR  BOUNDARY-RELATED  COMMENTS 


1 


MSO-101/l**    There  are  many  areas  being  considered  for  wilder-  .  "• 

ness  which  border  Forest  Service  land.   These  BLM  ■ 
areas,  in  themselves,  are  too  small  to  constitute 

a  wilderness  area,  and  it  is  not  valid  to  assume  ,m 

that,  because  they  are  bounded  by  National  Forest,  J 
they  need  not  encompass  5,000  acres. 
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212 


TWIN  COULEE 


R 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-related 


MSO-l/E 


MSO-43/C 


MSO-100/E 


L-9/C 


I  wish  to  express  my  support  for  wilderness 
classification  for  the  approximately  6,868.51 

acre  Twin  Coulee  area  (212)  adjacent  to  the 
Big  Snowies  Wilderness  Study  Area. 

I  would  like  to  request  that  this  area  be  re- 
turned to  the  wilderness  inventory  and/or 
intensively  studied  for  wilderness. 

Well-suited  for  wilderness  and  is  a  valuable 
extension  of  the  Big  Snowies  Congressionally- 
mandated  Wilderness  Study  Area. 

There  is  no  local  support  for  a  wilderness 
area  here. 


4w 

I 


la 
I 


other 


L-9/C 


What  would  the  BLM  policy  be  on  fire-control 
if  this  area  became  wilderness? 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 


Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 


MSO-l/E 
L-9/C 


A  primitive  trail  penetrates  from  the  south 
boundary . 

The  Red  Hill  Road  lies  in  and  along  the  edge 
of  area  212  and  is  a  county  road.... Old  logging 
roads  all  through  the  area.... Used  by  4  wheel 
vehicles  for  hunting  and  recreation. 


Minerals 


MSO-l/E 

Grazing 

MSO-l/E 

Timber 

MSO-l/E 


No  oil  or  gas  leases. 


There  are  no  livestock  leases. 


I  am  not  in  possession  of  any  figures  on  the 
timber  resource,  but  to  date,  there  has  been 
no  obvious  demand  for  it. 


vo 


212  -  TWIN  COULEE 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS  (CONT.) 


Timber 


L-9/C  There  is  no  lodge-pole  pine  in  this  area.... 

Thick  stand  of  loggable  (and  overmature) 
yellow  pine. .. .There  are  also  spot  infections 
of  bark  beetle  that  are  getting  larger. 


WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 

Naturalness 

MSO-l/E        Except  for  the  Red  Hill  access  road  these 

lands  are  unspoiled  by  the  imprint  of  man 
and  his  works. 

Supplemental 

MS0-2/C        Twin  Coulee  particularly  possesses  significant 

roadless  values. 
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213  -  LAKE  MASON  R 


I 


U 


PRIVATE  LAND 

MSO-101/I**    Wilderness  areas  should  not  include  state  or  fee 

lands  (i.e.  this  area). 


r 
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214  -  LITTBE  WALL  CREEK 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 

Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 

MSO-075/I      ...Sec.  17  &  18,  TllN,  R25E,  have  the  only 

east-west  road  in  the  township  along  their 
northern  borders. . .blocking  of  this  road  would 
interfere  with  access  to  BN  Fee  Sec.  7  and  BN 
M^R   Sec.  9,  11,  13,  TllN,  R26E. 

Minerals 

MSO-075/I      Mineral  potential  of  the  area  is  bentonite. 
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217  -  BIG  SNOWIES  TACK-ON  R 


SIZE-  AND/OR  BOUNDARY- RELATED  COMMENTS  '  , 

MC-106/A**     This  area  consists  of  separated  tracts  less  than 

the  required  5,000  acres  each.   It  is  not  quali- 
fied because  of  size  and  should  not  fae  designated 
for  WSA  status  for  this  reason. 

MSO-101/I**    There  are  many  areas  being  considered  for  wilder- 
ness which  border  Forest  Service  land.   These  ELM 
areas,  in  themselves,  are  too  small  to  consitute 
a  wilderness  area,  and  it  is  not  valid  to  assinne 
that,  because  they  are  bounded  by  National  Forest, 
they  need  not  encompass  5,000  acres. 


274 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 


M 
219  -  LITTLE  BOX  ELDER  NR    I 

t 


Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 


WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 

Opportunities  for  Primitive  Recreation 

MSO-101/I**    Area  lacks  any  striking  or  superior  recreational 

opportunities. 


I 


MSO-101/I**    The  fact  that  these  roads  often  extend  through 

and  across  these  areas  suggests  that  they  play  a      ^ 

larger  role  in  rural  access  than  might  some  I 

isolated  dead-end  road.   Whether  or  not  maintained    ' 

by  mechanical  means,  these  roads  may  be  essential 

to  the  maintenance  of  existing  resource  uses. 

They  are  incompatible  with  a  meaningful  interpre-     w 

tation  of  vrhat  is  meant  by  wilderness.  ..  .Roads 

passing  through  area  shown  by  the  Montana  AMS         ^ 

and  topographic  maps.  M 
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220  -  CAT  CREEK  NR 


^    SIZE-  AND/OR  BOUNDARY-RELATED  COMMENTS 

^"  MSO-101/I**     This  area  is  one  which  either  displays  unaccept- 

W  able  irregular  outlines  or  is  too  small  to  comply 

with  the  intent  of  Congress. 

PRIVATE  LAND 

f       MSO-101/I**    Wilderness  areas  should  not  include  state  or  fee 
*  lands  (i.e.  this  area) . 


276    n 


222  -  COTTOIWOOD  CREEK  R 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-related 


MSO-99/E       This  area  offers  outstanding  scenery  and 

opportunities  for  solitude  and  therefore  is 
recommended  for  intensive  inventory. 


WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 
Opportunities  for  Solitude 

MSO-100/E      Possesses  opportunities  for  solitude, 
Supplemental 
MSO-100/E      Possesses  high  scenic  values. 
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223    -    BLOOD    CREEK  R 


Z 

r 
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GENERAL  OPINIONS 
Decision-related 


MSO-43/C       I  would  like  to  request  that  this  area  be  returned 

to  the  wilderness  inventory  and/or  intensively 
^  studied  for  wilderness. 


MSO-79/C       There  is  nothing  about  this  area  to  suggest 
wilderness. 


PRIVATE  LAND 

MSO-79/C       I  have  about  1,100  acres  of  deeded  land  in  this 

study  area. 

PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 

Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 


,      MSO-79/C       This  area  has  roads  to  this  land  that  have  to  be 
^  maintained. 


MSO-101/I**    Roads  passing  through. .. (this  area  shown) .. .by 

the  Montana  AMS  and  topographic  maps.... The  fact 
that  these  roads  often  extend  through  and  across 
these  areas  suggests  that  they  play  a  larger  role 
in  rural  access  than  might  some  isolated  dead-end 
road.   Whether  or  not  maintained  by  mechanical 
means,  these  roads  may  be  essential  to  the  main- 
tenance of  existing  resource  uses.   They  are 
incompatible  with  a  meaningful  interpretation 
of  what  is  meant  by  wilderness. 

Utility  Rights  of  Way 

MSO-79/C       Four-mile  long  pipeline. 

Fixed  Site  Facilities 

MSO-79/C       This  area  has  been  mostly  homesteaded  and  there 

are  evidence  of  these  homesteads .. .water  tanks... 
windmill  pump. 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-related 


in      m 

'   '  1 

224  -  DOVETAIL  CREEK  R     I 

t 


I 
1 

MSO-100/E      Possesses  high  scenic  values  and  opportunities        f 

for  solitude  and  should  be  retained  in  the  ft 
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MSO-99/E       Offers  outstanding  scenery  and  opportunities  for 

solitude  and  therefore  is  also  recommended  for 
intensive  inventory. 


inventory 


PRIVATE  LAND 

MSO-101/I**    VTilderness  areas  should  not  include  state  or  fee 

lands  (i.e.  this  area) . 


WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 
Opportunities  for  Solitude 
B-052/E        Opportunities  for  solitude. 
Supplemental 
B-052/E        Offers  outstanding  scenery. 
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225  -  ARROW  CREEK  r 


"^    GENERAL  OPINIONS 
f      Decision-related 


L-56/R         — don't  write  off  the  Arrow  Creek  Breaks. 

PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 

Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 

L-IOO/C        Has  two  roads  that  dissect  it. 

Minerals 

MSO-75/I       Potential  for  oil  and  gas. 

WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 

Opportunities  for  Solitude 

L-IOO/C        ...there  is  no  time  of  day  or  night  when  you  can 

get  out  of  the  sound  of  an  automobile  in  that 
area  because  the  highway  goes  right  along  it  and 
on  the  other  side. . .during  the  day  you  can't  get 
out  of  the  sound  of  the  tractors  because  on  the 
other  side  of  it  is  all  farm  ground. 


2S0  ■; 


227  -  ARMELLS  CREEK 


SIZE-  AND/OR  BOUNDARY- RELATED  COMMENTS 

MSO-9  9/E       Recoinmend  that  areas  contiguous  to  the  Charles 

M.  Russell  National  Wildlife  Refuge  receive 
careful  consideration. 
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228  -  FARGO  COULEE  R 


W 


SIZE-  AND/OR  BOUNDARY-RELATED  COMMENTS 


p      MSO-99/E       Recommend  that  areas  contiguous  to  the  Charles 
iw  M.  Russell  National  Wildlife  Refuge  receive 

careful  consideration. 


c 
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229  -  CARTER  COULEE 


PRIVATE  LAND 

MSO-99/E       Recommends  that  areas  contiguous  to  the  Charles 

M.  Russell  Wildlife  Refuge  receive  careful  con- 
sideration, 

MSO-101/I**    This  area  is  one  which  either  displays  unaccept- 
able irregular  outlines  or  is  too  small  to  comply 
with  the  intent  of  Congress. 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS    ■ 
Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 
MSO-101/I**    Roads  passing  through. .. (this  area) ...  shown  on 
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Koaas  passing  rnrougn.  .  .  (.rnis  area;  .  .  .  snown  on  b 

the  Montana  AMS  and  topographic  maps.... The  fact        ■ 
that  these  roads  often  extend  through  and  across 
these  areas  suggests  that  they  play  a  larger  role 
in  rural  access  than  might  some  isolated  dead-end 
road.   Whether  or  not  maintained  by  mechanical 
means,  these  roads  may  be  essential  to  the  main- 
tenance of  existing  resource  uses.   They  are 
incompatible  with  a  meaningful  interpretation 
of  what  is  meant  by  wilderness. 
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230    -    CARROLL   COULEE 


NR 


I 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-related 


4> 
I 


MSO-25/C 


If  this  area  were  to  become  wilderness  area  the 
county  and  adjoining  counties  would  lose  revenue. 
Ranchers  would  be  forced  out  of  business  where 
they  depend  on  some  BLM  lands.   They  would  have 
to  cut  their  herds  which  takes  a  cut  off  the 
taxes  and  cuts  spending  in  the  towns  where  they 
do  business. 


SIZE-  AND/OR  BOUNDARY- RELATED  COMMENTS 


MSO-101/I 


** 


This  area  is  one  which  either  displays  unaccept- 
able irregular  outlines  or  is  too  small  to  comply 
with  the  intent  of  Congress. 


L|y 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 


I 


MSO-25/C 


MSO-25/C 


MSO-101/I** 


Grazing 
MSO-25/C 
Recreation 
MSO-25/C 


There  are  more  roads  and  trails  in  this  area  to 
each  reservoir  and  creek  crossing  travelled  by 
vehicle  than  any  BLM  personnel  has  been  on. 

You  can  haul  a  D8  cat  with  a  dozer  into  these 
areas  on  a  loboy  truck  which  is  often  done,  so 
the  roads  can't  be  in  too  bad  a  shape. 

Roads  passing  through. . . (this  area) . . .shown  by 
the  Montana  AMS  and  topographic  maps.... The  fact 
that  these  roads  often  extend  through  and  across 
these  areas  suggests  that  they  play  a  larger  role 
in  rural  access  than  might  some  isolated  dead-end 
road.   Whether  or  not  maintained  by  mechanical 
means,  these  roads  may  be  essential  to  the  main- 
tenance of  existing  resource  uses.   They  are 
incompatible  with  a  meaningful  interpretation 
of  what  is  meant  by  wilderness. 


Livestock  are  grazing  for  six  months. 


The  antelope  hunters  use  this  area  for  approxi- 
mately 30  days. 


231 


TWO  CALF  CREEK 


284 


R 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Other 


MSO-092/C 


PRIVATE  LAND 


MSO-92/C 


Consideration  of  these  units  for  wilderness 
nullifies  the  logical  concept  of  multiple  use, 


We  are  the  owners  and  operators  on  approximately 
thirty  unpatented  lode  mining  claims  and  fee 
mining  leases  in  the  area  of  the  subject  Inventory 
Units.   Consideration  of  these  units  for  wilder- 
ness ignores  our  rights  as  citizens  of  the  United 
States  to  contribute  to  the  mineral  wealth  of  our 
country  through  our  exploration  efforts,  and  to 
benefit  therefrom  if  we  are  successful.   The 
United  States  today  imports  approximately  50% 
of  its  crude  oil  needs  from  OPEC  countries  and 
large  percentages  of  other  vital  minerals  from 
other  foreign  sources .   These  imports  are  con- 
stantly increasing  and  the  trend  can  best  be 
diminished  by  additional  exploration  on  both 
public  and  private  lands .   No  evidence  has  been 
presented  to  show  that  the  subject  units  have 
been  adequately  evaluated  as  to  their  mineral 
potential. 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 


Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 


MSO-092/C 


We  use,  on  a  regular  basis,  access  roads  and 
trails  to  these  properties  during  the  six  months 
or  so  of  each  year  that  weather  permits .   Units 
are  liberally  laced  with  other  roads  and  trails 
which  have  been  used,  in  many  cases,  for  over 
fifty  years,  for  access  to  all  parts  of  the  units 
by  ranchers,  hunters,  and  recreationists.   In  the 
last  twenty  years, the  traffic  on  these  roads  has 
been  substantially  increased  by  seekers  of  oil, 
gas,  coal  and  other  minerals.   We  have  been 
using  and  will  continue  to  use  these  roads  in 
our  exploration  efforts  for  minerals  in  the  units, 
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232    -    REED   COULEE 


R 


I 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 

SIZE-  and/or  BOUNDARY-RELATED  COMMENTS 
L-030/C 


Why  doesn't  232  include  the  BLM  land  along  the 
river  north  of  it?   The  greater  the  size  of  a 
wilderness  area  the  more  secure  it  can  be  for 
wildlife. 


WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 


Supplemental 
MSO-0  77/G 


Some  of  the  proposed  BLM  wilderness  units, 
especially  those  adjoining  previously  proposed 
wilderness  areas  on  the  Refuge,  may  have  value 
in  preserving  large  blocks  of  important  wildlife 
habitat  for  such  species  as  bighorn  sheep,  deer, 
elk,  grouse,  and  others. 
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233  -  DRAG  CREEK  R 


PRIVATE  LAND        .   '      . 

MSO-101/I**    Wilderness  areas  should  not  include  state  or  fee 

lands  (i.e.  this  area) . 
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2  34  -  MISSOURI  RIVER  ISLANDS 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-related 


L-0  30/C        Is  there  going  to  be  some  protective  management 

scheme  worked  out  for  the  BLM  lands  downstream 
from  Virgelle  and  upstream  from  Dark  Butte? 
We  can  see  that  they  are  somewhat  scattered  and 
that  they  would  not  meet  the  5000-acre  size 
requirement.   In  that  section  an  island  (243) 
is  designated  for  further  study.   Would  there 
be  any  possibility  of  land  acquisition  by  BLM 
in  this  section? 


^ 


I 


to 
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GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Other 


2  35  -  LITTLE  CROOKED  CR  NR   ■ 

I 
I 


W 


MSO-025/C      ^f  this  area  was  to  become  wilderness  area  the 

county  and  adjoining  counties  would  lose 
revenue.   Ranchers  would  be  forced  out  of  busi- 
ness where  they  depend  on  some  BLM  lands.   They 
would  have  to  cut  their  herds  which  takes  a  cut 
off  the  taxes  and  cuts  spending  in  the  towns 
where  they  do  business. 

SIZE-  and/or  BOUNDARY-RELATED  COMMENTS  I 

MSO-101/I**    This  area  is  one  which  either  displays  unacceptable 

irregular  outlines  or  is  too  small  to  comply  with     H 
the  intent  of  Congress.  w 

PRIVATE  LAND 

MSO-101/I**    Wilderness  areas  should  not  include  state  or  fee 

lands,  (i.e.  this  area) 

PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS  B 

Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 

MSO-101/I**    Roads  passing  through  them  by  the  Montana  AMS  and     g 

topographic  maps.... The  fact  that  these  roads  often 
extend  through  and  across  these  areas  suggests  that   ^ 
they  play  a  larger  role  in  rural  access  than  might    B 
some  isolated  dead-end  road.   Whether  or  not  main-   • 
tained  by  mechanical  means,  these  roads  may  be 
essential  to  the  maintenance  of  existing  resource     1 
uses.   They  are  incompatible  with  a  meaningful        m 
interpretation  of  what  is  meant  by  wilderness. 

MSO-  025/C      There  are  more  roads  and  trails  in  this  area  to 

each  reservoir  and  creek  crossing  traveled  by 
vehicle  than  any  BLM  personnel  has  been  on. 
You  can  haul  a  D8  cat  with  a  dozer  into  this 
area  on  a  loboy  truck  which  is  often  done  so 
the  roads  can't  be  in  too  bad  a  shape . 

Grazing 

MSO-025/C       Livestock  are  grazing  for  6  months. 
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235  -  LITTLE  CROOKED  CR 
PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS  (CONT.) 
Recreation 


P       MSO-025/C      The  antelope  hunters  use  this  area  for  approxi- 
^  mately  30  days. 
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237  -  HORSE  CAMP  TRAIL  R 


PRIVATE  LAND 

MSO-101/I**    V7ilderness  areas  should  not  include  state  or  fee 

lands,  (i.e.  this  area). 
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240  -  FORT  MUSSELSHELL  TACK-ON  "A"  R 


SIZE-  AND/OR  BOUNDARY-RELATED  C0f4MENTS 

MSO-101/I**     This  area  is  one  which  either  displays  unaccept- 
able irregular  outlines  or  is  too  small  to  comply 
with  the  intent  of  Congress. 
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241  -  FORT  MUSSELSHELL  TACK-ON  "B"  NR    ■ 


SIZE-  AND/OR  BOUNDARY- RELATED  COMMENTS 


I 

MSO-101/I**    This  area  is  one  which  either  displays  unaccept-      __ 

able  irregular  outlines  or  is  too  small  to  comply     I 
with  the  inten-h.  of  Cnr\ar(=^c!=i .  ■ 


with  the  intent  of  Congress. 
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24  4  -  DOG  CR  S 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-related 


L-0  35/C        We  definitely  feel  Dog  Creek  South  should  not 

be  considered  for  a  Wilderness  Area. 

MSO-0  09/E      Should  be  studied  for  its  ability  to  enhance 

the  recreational,  scenic,  and  solitude  values 
of  the  Wild  and  Scenic  River  and  the  Charles 
M.  Russell  Game  Range. 

Other 

L-0  35/C        This  land  would  be  of  greater  benefit  to  more 

people  if  it  were  under  Multi -Use-Management. 

PRIVATE  LAND 

L-035/C        Access  to  this  area  would  be  difficult  as  it  is 

nearly  surrounded  by  deeded  land. 

WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 

Opportunities  for  Primitive  Recreation 

L-035/C        There  has  been  little  or  no  hunting  or  hiking 

in  the  past  due  to  the  rugged  terrain. 


R 


24  5  -  CHIMNEY  BEND 


»      I 
I 

I 

I 
I 

MS0-9/E        Should  be  studied  for  its  ability  to  enhance 

the  recreational,  scenic,  and  solitude  values 
of  the  Wild  and  Scenic  River  and  the  Charles  ' 

M.  Russell  Game  Range.  ^ 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 

Decision-related 

MSO-4  3/C       I  would  like  to  request  that  this  be  returned  to 

the  wilderness  inventory  and/or  intensively 
studied  for  wilderness. 

MSO-99/E       Strongly  support  and  recoiranend  for  intensive 

inventory.   These  areas  within  the  Wild  and 
Scenic  Missouri  corridor  deserve  careful  con- 
sideration and  evaluation. 

MSO-100/E      Protection  of  this  area  is  essential  to  the 

proper  management  of  the  Wild  Missouri  River 
corridor. 


Other 

MSO-92/C       Consideration  of  this  unit  for  wilderness  nulli- 
fies the  logical  concept  of  multiple  use. 

PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 

Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 
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MSO-92/C       We  use,  on  a  regular  basis,  access  roads  and 

trails  to  these  properties  during  the  six  months 

or  so  of  each  year  that  weather  permits.   Units 

are  liberally  laced  with  other  roads  and  trails       b 

which  have  been  used,  in  many  cases  for  over  50       I 

years,  for  access  to  all  parts  of  the  unit  by 

ranchers,  hunters,  and  recreationists.   In  the 

last  20  years,  the  traffic  on  these  roads  has 

been  substantially  increased  by  seekers  of  oil, 

gas,  coal  and  other  minerals.   We  have  been  using 

and  will  continue  to  use  these  roads  in  our 

exploration  efforts  for  minerals  in  the  unit. 
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L    2  45  -  CHIMNEY  BEND 

Ur   PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS  (CONT.) 
p      Minerals 

MSO-92/C       We  are  the  owners  and  operators  on  approximately 

30  unpatented  lode  mining  claims  and  fee  mining 
leases  in  the  area  of  the  subject  inventory  units. 
Consideration  of  these  units  for  wilderness  ig- 

_  nores  our  rights  as  citizens  of  the  United  States 

(  to  contribute  to  the  mineral  wealth  of  our  country 

b»  through  our  exploration  efforts,  and  to  benefit 

therefrom  if  we  are  successful.   The  United  States 
today  imports  approximately  50%  of  its  crude  oil 

1^  needs  from  OPEC  countries  and  large  percentages 

of  other  vital  minerals  from  other  foreign  sources. 
These  imports  are  constantly  increasing  and  the 
trend  can  best  be  diminished  by  additional  explo- 

^  ration  on  both  public  and  private  lands.   No 

evidence  has  been  presented  to  show  that  the 

i  subject  units  have  been  adequately  evaluated  as 

li  to  their  mineral  potential. 


I 


246  -  WOODHAWK 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-related 


296    - 

I 

I 
I 

MSO-99/E       Strongly  support  and  recommend  for  intensive 

inventory.   These  areas  within  the  Wild  and  — 

Scenic  Missouri  corridor  deserve  careful  con-  I 

sideration  and  evaluation.  ■ 

MSO-100/E      Protection  of  these  areas  is  essential  to  the 

proper  management  of  the  Wild  Missouri  River 
corridor. 

MSO-61/1       We  are  opposed  to  this  area  being  intensively  | 

inventoried  for  a  wilderness  area  designation. 


MSO-43/C       I  would  like  to  request  that  this  area  be 

returned  to  the  wilderness  inventory  and/or 
intensively  studied  for  wilderness. 


SIZE-  and/or  BOUNDARY-RELATED  COMMENTS 


East. 


MSO-092/C 


I 


Other 

MSO-092/C      Consideration  of  these  Units  for  wilderness  ignores 

the  property  rights  of  those  individuals  and/or 
companies  holding  valid  oil  and  gas  leases  in  the 
area. 

MSO-092/C      Consideration  of  these  Units  for  wilderness  I 

nullifies  the  logical  concept  of  multiple  use. 


I 
I 


I 


B-052/E        We  are  concerned  that  all  parts  of  area  247  will  ■ 

be  dropped  from  the  wilderness  evaluation  pro-  ■ 
cedure.   It  would  seem  that  the  area  north  of 

Woodhawk  Creek  might  simply  be  added  to  area  245.  ■ 

^SICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 

Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways  ■ 

MSO-0  61/I      We  have  established  a  road  to  the  following  loca-  ■ 

tion:   Section  26  -  Township  23  North  -  Range  21  W 


We  use,  on  a  regular  basis,  access  roads  and  trails     I 

to  these  properties  during  the  six  months  or  so  of 

each  year  that  weather  permits. .. .Units  are 

liberally  laced  with  other  roads  and  trails  which       | 

have  been  used,  in  many  cases  for  over  fifty  ■ 


246  -  WOODHAWK 
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PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS  (CONT.) 

Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways  (Cont.) 


MSO-092/C 
(Cont.) 


I 


L^ 


1^- 

Ur 


Minerals 


MSO- 061/1 


MSO-092/C 


years,  for  access  to  all  parts  of  the  Units  by 
ranchers,  hunters  and  recreationists .   In  the  last 
twenty  years,  the  traffic  on  these  roads  has  been 
substantially  increased  by  seekers  of  oil,  gas,  coal 
and  other  minerals.   We  have  been  using  and  will 
continue  to  use  these  roads  in  our  exploration 
efforts  for  minerals  in  the  Units. 


Fuel  Resources  Development  Co.  (Fuelco)  has  been 
active  in  drilling  activities  in  this  area  that 
is  being  considered  for  wilderness  intensive 
inventory, .. .We  hold  mineral  leases  in  this  area 
for  future  exploration. .. .There  is  hope  for  future 
gas/oil  development  in  this  area.   Penetration  into 
the  area  by  vehicles  for  future  development  of 
gas/oil  would  be  extremely  distracting  to  anyone 
in  the  immediate  area  seeking  a  wilderness  exper- 
ience. 

We  are  the  owners  and  operators  on  approximately 
thirty  unpatented  lode  mining  claims  and  fee  mining 
leases  in  the  area  of  the  subject  Inventory  Units 
....Consideration  of  these  Units  for  wilderness 
ignores  our  rights  as  citizens  of  the  United  States 
to  contribute  to  the  mineral  wealth  of  our  country 
through  our  exploration  efforts,  and  to  benefit 
therefrom  if  we  are  successful.   The  United  States 
today  imports  approximately  50%  of  its  crude  oil 
needs  from  OPEC  countries  and  large  percentages 
of  other  vital  minerals  from  other  foreign  sources. 
These  imports  are  constantly  increasing  and  the 
trend  can  best  be  diminished  by  additional  explora- 
tion on  both  public  and  private  lands.   No  evidence 
has  been  presented  to  show  that  the  subject  Units 
have  been  adequately  evaluated  as  to  their  mineral 
potential. 


bar 


"'  I 


247  -  WOODHAWK  CREEK  NR 


SIZE-  AND/OR  BOUNDARY- RELATED  COMMENTS 

L-30/C         We  are  disturbed  that  247  has  been  reeoinmended 

as  not  qualifying.   It  is  clear  from  your  report 
that  the  southern  portion  may  not  qualify.   We 
understand  that  the  northern  portion  clearly  does 
qualify.   Since  245  and  246  on  either  side  of  it 
do  qualify,  why,  when  lands  are  contiguous, 
couldn't  the  northern  part  of  247  qualify  as 
contiguous  land? 

B-052/E        We  are  concerned  that  all  parts  of  Area  247  will 

be  dropped  from  the  wilderness  evaluation  proce- 
dure.  It  would  seem  that  the  area  north  of 
Woodhawk  Creek  might  simply  be  added  to  Area  246. 


MSO-99/E       Suggest  adding  the  area  north  of  Woodhawk  Creek 

to  Unit  246. 

MSO-100/E      Should  be  added  to  Area  246. 


I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 


L-56/R         Should  receive  further  intensive  wilderness  study.     I 

The  wildness  cf  this  area  and  adjacent  areas  ■ 

together  with  the  total  scenery  to  the  north 
should  require  a  further  look. 


I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 


I 
I 
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248  -  REMAINING  PUBLIC  LANDS  WITHIN  THE  RESOURCE  AREA         NR 

L 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-related 


MS0-9/E        Should  be  studied  for  its  ability  to  enhance 

the  recreational,  scenic,  and  solitude  values 
of  the  Wild  and  Scenic  River  and  the  Charles 
M.  Russell  Game  Range. 


I 


G 


c 
I 


500 


2  49  -  THE  WALL 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-related 


MSO-100/E      Protection  of  these  areas  is  essential  to  the 

proper  management  of  the  Wild  Missouri  River 
corridor. 


MSO-99/E 


I 


I 

I 

MSO-4  3/C       I  would  like  to  request  that  this  area  be 

returned  to  the  wilderness  inventory  and/or  ^ 

intensively  studied  for  wilderness.  I 

L-56/R         The  river  section  between  Coal  Banks  and  Judith 

especially  needs  the  peace  of  wilderness  that 
Area  2  49,  The  Wall,  can  provide. 


I 
I 


Strongly  support  and  recommend  for  intensive  I 

inventory.   These  areas  within  the  Wild  and  ■ 

Scenic  Missouri  corridor  deserve  careful  con- 
sideration and  evaluation. 


9 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 


I 
I 


L 
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250  -  STAFFORD  r 


^  GENERAL  OPINIONS 

p       Decision-related 

MSO-099/E      Strongly  supports  and  reconunends  for  intensive 

inventory.   These  areas  within  the  Wild  and 
■  Scenic  Missouri  corridor  deserve  careful  con- 

sideration and  evaluation. 

,        MSO-OOg/E      Should  be  studied  for  its  ability  to  enhance 
'■»  the  recreational,  scenic,  and  solitude  values 

of  the  Wild  and  Scenic  River  and  the  Charles 

M.  Russell  Game  Range. 


G 


MSO-IOO/E      Protection  of  these  areas  is  essential  to  the 

proper  management  of  the  Wild  Missouri  River 
corridor. 

Other 

MSO-092/C      Consideration  of  this  Unit  for  wilderness  nullifies 

the  logical  concept  of  multiple  use. 

PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 

I        Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 

m  — — 

MSO-092/C      We  use,  on  a  regular  basis,  access  roads  and  trails 
:  to  these  properties  during  the  six  months  or  so  of 

'*m  each  year  that  weather  permits.   Units  are  liber- 

ally laced  with  other  roads  and  trails  which  have 
been  used,  in  many  cases  for  over  fifty  years, 
j^  for  access  to  all  parts  of  the  Units  by  ranchers, 

hunters  and  recreationists .   In  the  last  twenty 
,-  years,  the  traffic  on  these  roads  has  been  sub- 

I  stantially  increased  by  seekers  of  oil,  gas,  coal 

■"  and  other  minerals.   We  have  been  using  and  will 

continue  to  use  these  roads  in  our  exploration 
efforts  for  minerals  in  the  Units. 

Minerals 

MSO-Q92/I       We  are  the  owners  and  operators  on  approximately 

thirty  unpatented  lode  mining  claims  and  fee 
mining  leases  in  the  area  of  the  subject  Inventory 
Units.   Consideration  of  these  Units  for  wilder- 
ness ignores  our  rights  as  citizens  of  the  United 
States  to  contribute  to  the  mineral  wealth  Of  our 
country  through  our  exploration  efforts,  and  to 
benefit  therefrom  if  we  are  successful.   The 
United  States  today  imports  approximately  50% 
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250  -  STAFFORD 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS  (CONT.) 


Minerals  (Cont. 

MSO- 092/1 
(Cont.) 


of  its  crude  oil  needs  from  OPEC  countries  and 
large  percentages  of  other  vital  minerals  from 
other  foreign  sources.   These  imports  are 
constantly  increasing  and  the  trend  can  best 
be  diminished  by  additional  exploration  on 
both  public  and  private  lands.   No  evidence 
has  been  presented  to  show  that  the  subject 
Units  have  been  adequately  evaluated  as  to  their 
mineral  potential. 


I 
I 
I 
I 
I 


I 
i 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
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251  -  CUMMINGS  BENCH 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-related 


U. 


MS0-9/E        Area  should  be  studied  for  its  ability  to  enhance 

the  recreational,  scenic,  and  solitude  values  of 
the  VJild  and  Scenic  River  and  the  Charles  M. 
Russell  Game  Range. 

SIZE-  AND/OR  BOUNDARY-RELATED  COMMENTS 

MSO-101/I**     This  area  is  one  which  either  displays  unaccept- 
able irregular  outlines  or  is  too  small  to  comply 
with  the  intent  of  Congress. 


L 

I 
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252  -  BLACK  ELK  COULEE 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 

Decision-related 

MSO-009/E      Should  be  studied  for  its  ability  to  enhance 

the  recreational,  scenic,  and  solitude  values 
of  the  Wild  and  Scenic  River  and  the  Charles  M. 
Russell  Game  Range. 

MSO-061/I      We  are  opposed  to  this  area  being  intensively 

inventoried  for  a  wilderness  area  designation. 

SIZE-  and/or  BOUNDARY- RELATED  COMMENTS 

MSO-101/I**    This  area  is  one  which  either  displays  unacceptable 

irregular  outlines  or  is  too  small  to  comply  with 
the  intent  of  Congress. 

PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 


WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 


Other 


I 
I 
I 


I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 


Utility  Rights  of  Way 

MSO-061/I      As  we  now  have  a  gathering  system  just  east  of 

Black  Coulee,  the  most  probable  route  for  a 
pipeline  is  across  Black  Coulee. 

Minerals 

MSO-061/I      Fuel  Resources  Development  Co.  (Fuelco)  has  been       J 

active  in  this  area  and  just  west  of  this  area  in 
exploration  of  natural  gas.   At  this  time  we  have 
2  wells  drilled  in  the  area:   Sections  29,  20,  17, 
16,  T24N,  R18E;  Section  1,  T23N,  R17E.  ^ 


I 
I 


MSO-061/I      Farming  activity  on  Gold  Bench,  Lone  Tree  Bench 

and  Ragland  Bench  are  along  the  boundaries  of  the 
proposed  wilderness  area.   At  the  widest  spot 
(east  to  west)  the  wilderness  would  be  one  mile        "^ 
wide.   From  rim  to  rim  (Gold  Bench  to  Ragland 
Bench) ,  farm  machinery  can  be  seen  and  heard 
working  most  of  the  siommer.   This  alone  would  U 

seem  to  distract  from  the  wilderness  experience 
anyone  would  derive  from  hiking  to  the  middle  or       ■ 
bottom  of  Black  Coulee.  I 


la 


h 


r 


I 
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2  53  -  ERVIN  RIDGE  r 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-related 


MSO-4  3/C       I  would  like  to  request  that  this  area  be 

returned  to  the  wilderness  inventory  and/or 
intensively  studied  for  wilderness. 

MSO-100/E      Protection  of  these  areas  is  essential  to  the 

proper  management  of  the  Wild  Missouri  River 
corridor. 

MSO-99/E       Strongly  support  and  recommend  for  intensive 

inventory.   These  areas  within  the  Wild  and 
Scenic  Missouri  corridor  deserve  careful  con- 
sideration and  evaluation. 


■■      MS0-61/I       We  are  opposed  to  this  area  being  intensively 

inventoried  for  a  wilderness  area  designation. 

^      Other 

MSO-92/C       Consideration  of  these  units  for  wilderness 
1^  nullifies  the  logical  concept  of  multiple  use. 


MSO-92/C       Consideration  of  these  units  for  wilderness 

ignores  the  property  rights  of  those  individuals 
and/or  companies  holding  valid  oil  and  gas  leases 
in  the  area. 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 


Lj      Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 

L 


MS0-51/I       Wells  have  been  drilled  in  the  past  with  service 

roads  to  the  locations:   Sec.  2,  3,  12,  &  13, 
T23N,  R18E;  Sec.  7,  T23N,  R19E;  Sec.  20,  22,  27, 
28,  29,  32,  33,  36,  T24N,  R19E. 


MSO-92/C       We  use,  on  a  regular  basis,  access  roads  and 

trails  to  these  properties  during  the  six  months 
or  so  of  each  year  that  weather  permits ... .Units 
are  liberally  laced  with  other  roads  and  trails 
which  have  been  used,  in  many  cases  for  over  50 
years,  for  access  to  all  parts  of  the  units  by 
ranchers,  hunters,  and  recreationists .   In  the 
last  20  years,  the  traffic  on  these  roads  has 
been  substantially  increased  by  seekers  of  oil, 
gas,  coal,  and  other  minerals.   We  have  been  using 
and  will  continue  to  use  these  roads  in  our 
exploration  efforts  for  minerals  in  the  units. 


306 


I 
I 
I 

MS0-61/I       Two  locations  are  producing  gas  wells  with  pipe- 
line connections  to  the  west  of  the  Ervin  Ridge       ^ 
area:   Sec.  35,  T24N,  RISE;  Sec.  21,  28,  29,  ■ 

T2  4N,  R19E.   The  well  is  to  be  tied  into  the  gas      " 
gathering  system  this  year,  and  the  pipeline  will 
cross  Sec.  21,  T24N,  R19E  from  SW  to  NE  as  per        ■ 
BLM  permit  granted  in  1978.   Well  is  waiting  on       ■ 
a  pipeline  connection.   Wells  that  are  connected 
to  a  pipeline  receive  weekly  checks  and  continual 
maintenance . 


253  -  ERVIN  RIDGE 

PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS  (CONT . ) 
Utility  Rights  of  Way 


Minerals 

MS0-61/I       Fuel  Resources  Development  Co.  (Fuelco)  has  been 

actively  exploring  for  natural  gas  in  the  Ervin 
Ridge  area. 


to  their  mineral  potential, 


I 


I 


MSO-92/C       V7e  are  the  owners  and  operators  on  approximately 

30  unpatented  lode  mining  claims  and  fee  mining       ■ 

leases  in  the  area  of  the  subject  Inventory  Units,...  | 

Consideration  of  these  units  for  wilderness 

ignores  our  rights  as  citizens  of  the  United  States   ^ 

to  contribute  to  the  mineral  wealth  of  our  country    I 

through  our  exploration  efforts,  and  to  benefit       " 

therefrom  if  we  are  successful.   The  United  States 

today  imports  approximately  50%  of  its  crude  oil 

needs  from  OPEC  countries  and  large  percentages 

of  other  vital  minerals  from  other  foreign  sources. 

These  imports  are  constantly  increasing  and  the 

trend  can  best  be  diminished  by  additional 

exploration  on  both  public  and  private  lands. 

No  evidence  has  been  presented  to  show  that  the       _ 

subject  units  have  been  adequately  evaluated  as       I 

tn     th^i  r-    TTTinf=>'rAl      n(-i-l-cin+- i  a  1  " 


I 


I 
I 
I 
I 
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254  -  SAND  CREEK 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 

Decision- related 

MSO-009/E      Should  be  studied  for  its  ability  to  enhance 

the  recreational,  scenic,  and  solitude  values 
of  the  Wild  and  Scenic  River  and  the  Charles 
M.  Russell  Game  Range. 

SIZE-  and/or  BOUNDARY-RELATED  COMMENTS 

L-OIO/RI       In  general  we  would  say  the  use  of  such  relatively 

small  areas  in  this  part  of  the  state  would  be 
nil  or  almost  so  due  to  the  energy  situation  in 
the  near  and  distant  future. 

PRIVATE  LAND 

L-OIO/RI       Access  from  this  road  would  have  to  be  through 

privately  owned  land  held  by  States,  Brewers 
or  1  X  Ranch. 

PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 

Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 

—      L-OIO/RI       Acess  to  this  area  is  via  the  county  road  locally 

called  the  "Cow  Island  Trail." 

Timber 

U      L-OIO/RI       It  is  gross  exaggeration  to  say  there  are 

"occasional  patches  of  coniferous  forest. " 
You  should  state  there  are  occasional  patches 

|y  °f  scattered  coniferous  trees  so  person  unfam- 

iliar with  the  area  are  not  misled.   The  defin- 
ition of  a  forest  is  "covering  a  large  tract." 


I 


WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 


Naturalness 


L-OIO/RI       We  would  have  to  dispute  your  statement  that  the 

land  rehabilitation  makes  the  gas  holes  and  buried 
pipelines  "virtually  unnoticeable. " 
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254  -  SAND  CREEK 


WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS  (CONT.) 


Opportunities  for  Solitude  r^ 

L-OIO/RI       This  county  has  almost  no  appeal  except  possibly 

its  "solitude." 


I 

I 
I 


I 
I 
I 
I 


I 
I 
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255    -    BULLWHACKER  ^ 


£ 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-related 


MSO-043/C      I  would  like  to  request  that  this  area  be  returned 

to  the  wilderness  inventory  and/or  intensively 
studied  for  wilderness. 

MSO-009/E      Should  be  studied  for  its  ability  to  enhance 

the  recreational,  scenic,  and  solitude  values 
of  the  Wild  and  Scenic  River  and  the  Charles  M, 
Russell  Game  Range. 

MSO-061/I      Due  to  servicing  of  our  wells  and  the  continued 

exploraiton  plans  for  this  area,  we  are  opposed  to 
_  this  area  being  inventoried  for  wilderness. 

^      Other 

r-      MSO-092/C      Consideration  of  this  Unit  for  wilderness 

jy  nullifies  the  logical  concept  of  multiple  use. 

P   PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS   .        ' 
Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 

MSO-092/C      We  use,  on  a  regular  basis,  access  roads  and  trails 

to  these  properties  during  the  six  months  or  so 
of  each  year  that  weather  permits.   Unit  is  ■■ 
liberally  laced  with  other  roads  and  trails  which 
have  been  used,  in  many  cases  for  over  fifty  years, 
for  access  to  all  parts  of  the  Unit  by  ranchers, 
hunters  and  recreationists .   In  the  last  twenty 
years,  the  traffic  on  these  roads  has  been  sub- 
stantially increased  by  seekers  of  oil,  gas,  coal, 
and  other  minerals.   We  have  been  using  and  will 
continue  to  use  these  roads  in  our  exploration 
efforts  for  minerals  in  the  Unit. 

Utility  Rights  of  Way 

MS0-61/I       Wells  are  waiting  for  pipelines  to  be  built  in 

the  locations:  Sfec.l4,  T25N,  R20E;  Sec. 31,  T25N, 
""  R21E, 


Minerals 


b 


MSO-061/I       In  the  Bullwacker  area  Fuel  Resources  Development 

Co.  (Fuelco)  has  been  active  in  exploration  for 
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255  -  BULLWHACKER 

PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS  (CONT.) 

Minerals  (Cont.) 

MSO-061/I      natural  gas  and  holds  leases  throughout  the 
(Cont.)         area.   Wells  drilled  in  the  area  to  which 

service  roads  have  been  built:   Sections  9,12, 
21,  24,  29,  32  and  36,  T25N,  R20E;  Sec. 14,  T24N, 
R20E;  Sec. 8,  14,  25,  27,  29,  30,  and  34,  T25N, 
R21E;  Sec. 8  and  23,  T24N,  R21E. 


tn^ 


I 


'yj| 


MSO-092/C      We  are  the  owners  and  operators  on  approximately 

thirty  unpatented  lode  mining  claims  and  fee  ^ 

mining  leases  in  the  area  of  the  subject  Inven-      M 
tory  Unit.   Consideration  of  this  Unit  for  wild-     ^ 
erness  ignores  our  rights  as  citizens  of  the         _ 
United  States  to  contribute  to  the  mineral  wealth 
of  our  country  through  our  exploration  efforts,       ^ 
and  to  benefit  therefrom  if  we  are  successful. 
The  United  States  today  imports  approximately 
50%  of  its  crude  oil  needs  from  OPEC  countries 
and  large  percentages  of  other  vital  minerals 
from  other  foreign  sources.   These  imports  are 
constantly  increasing  and  the  trend  can  best  be 
diminished  by  additional  exploration  on  both 
public  and  private  lands.   No  evidence  has  been 
presented  to  show  that  the  subject  Unit  has  been 
adequately  evaluated  as  to  its  mineral  potential. 


uji 
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256  -  COW  CREEK  R 


I 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


M 


Decision-related 

MSO-04  3/C      I  would  like  to  request  that  this  area  be 

returned  to  the  wilderness  inventory  and/or 
intensively  studied  for  wilderness, 

MSO-009/E      Should  be  studied  for  its  ability  to  enhance 

the  recreational,  scenic,  and  solitude  values 
of  the  Wild  and  Scenic  River  and  the  Charles 
M.  Russell  Game  Range. 

MSO-100/E      Protection  of  this  area  is  essential  to  the  proper 

management  of  the  Wild  Missouri  River  corridor. 

MSO-099/E      Strongly  support  and  recommend  for  intensive 

inventory.  This  area  within  the  Wild  and  Scenic 
Missouri  corridor  deserves  careful  consideration 
and  evaluation. 

MSO-061/I      We  are  opposed  to  this  area  being  intensively 

inventoried  for  a  wilderness  area  designation. 

Other 

|g       L-056/R        Bighorn  sheep  should  be  reintroduced  to  the  north 

side  of  the  river  (Missouri  R.  near  Bull  Creek). 
,^  I  was  surprised  to  discover  that  Bull  Creek  drains 

'  from  the  Little  Rockies,  Cow  Creek  from  the  Bear 

'™  Paws,  and  they  both  enter  the  Missouri  less  than 

a  half  mile  apart.   Because  of  this  unique  sit- 
uation, it  would  seem  very  appropriate  to  study 
M  the  closing  of  the  vehicle  ways  between  these 

two  drainages.   We  never  encountered  any  fences 
or  maintained  vehicle  ways  in  either  unit.   The 
few  off-road  vehicle  tracks  and  litter  we  came 
across  could  soon  disappear. 

MSO-09  2/C      Consideration  of  this  unit  for  wilderness  ignores 

the  property  rights  of  those  individuals  and/or 
companies  holding  valid  oil  and  gas  leases  in  the 
area. 

MSO-092/C      Consideration  of  this  unit  for  wilderness  nul- 
lifies the  logical  concept  of  multiple  use. 


h 


3?2 
256  -  COW  CREEK 

PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 

Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 


Fixed  Site  Facilities 

MSO-061/I      Under  F  of  11  Unit  Analysis,  there  are  seven 

wells  of  Fuelco's  that  are  shut-in  and  waiting 
for  a  pipeline  connection. 

Minerals 


through  our  exploration  efforts,  and  to  benefit 
therefrom  if  we  are  successful.   The  United  States 
today  imports  approximately  50%  of  its  crude  oil 
needs  fromOPEC  countries  and  large  percentages 
of  other  vital  minerals  from  other  foreign  sources, 
These  imports  are  constantly  increasing  and  the 
trend  can  best  be  diminished  by  additional  ex- 
ploration on  both  public  and  private  lands.   No 
evidence  has  been  presented  to  show  that  the 
subject  unit  has  been  adequately  evaluated  as  to 
its  mineral  potential. 


I 


I 


MSO-092/C      We  use,  on  a  regular  basis,  access  roads  and 

trails  to  these  properties  during  the  six  months      «- 

or  so  of  each  year  that  weather  permits. .. .Unit 

is  liberally  laced  with  other  roads  and  trails 

which  have  been  used,  in  many  cases,  for  over        ^ 

fifty  years,  for  access  to  all  parts  of  the  unit 

by  ranchers,  hunters  and  recreationists .   In  the 

last  twenty  years,  the  traffic  on  these  roads 

has  been  substantially  increased  by  seeters  of  oil, 

gas,  coal  and  other  minerals.   We  have  been  using 

and  will  continue  to  use  these  roads  in  our 

exploration  efforts  for  minerals  in  the  unit. 


I 


I 


MSO-061/I      In  the  Cow  Creek  area,  Fuel  Resources  Development 

Co.  (Fuelco)  has  been  actively  exploring  for  gas..., 
We  have  drilled  7  wells  in  this  area  and  have 
service  roads  to  these  locations.   This  exploration 
in  the  area... shows  the  interest  we  have  in  public 
lands  for  future  mineral  development.   Penetration    « 
into  these  areas  by  vehicles  for  future  develop-      m 
ment  of  gas/oil  exploration  would  be  extremely 
distracting  to  anyone  in  the  immediate  area  seeking 
a  wilderness  experience.  /■ 

MSO-092/C      We  are  the  owners  and  operators  on  approximately 

thirty  unpatented  lode  mining  claims  and  fee 
mining  leases  in  the  area  of  the  subject  Inventory    'iMj 
unit. .. .Consideration  of  tis  unit  for  wilderness 
ignores  our  rights  as  citizens  of  the  United  States 
to  contribute  to  the  mineral  wealth  of  our  country   wi 


•M 


■ 
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256  -  COW  CREEK 

WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 
Other 


L  056/R        We  followed  a  long  ridge  parallel  to  Bull  Creek 

stopping  often  to  photograph  and  marvel  at  the 
W  sandstone  cliffs  and  formations  of  the  area 

The  ridge  became  a  dead  end  with  high  cliffs 
i\  in°?hi''onr^'^  on  three  sides.   We  ate  a  lunch 

1  i?  the  company  of  a  group  of  pinyon  jays,  with 

fl^Sa'S??;  ';^h'°^!  rock  wrens,  Ld  the  continuously 

t  flying  white-throated  swifts.   The  C.M.R.  wild- 

life  Refuge  lists  the  white-throated  swift  as 
uncommon  m  summer.   They  appeared  to  be  abundant 
m  Bull  Creek.   That  caused  me  to  wonder  how  mSv 
f.  ^P^?J^=  °!  lif^  ^ight  be  reproducing  a?ong  the  "^ 

m  S   ^  and  canyons  adjacent  to  the  Wild  and  Scenic 

Missouri  River  that  were  pushed  out  below  by  the 
inundation  of  the  dam.   Well,  we  had  to  double 
te  ^^""^   ^°  get  down  off  the  ridge  into  Bull  Creek 

^  "'^f  surprised  to  find  it  such  a  pleasant  little 
creek,  winding  back  and  forth,  gurgling  throigh 
E  from  Se  ^^?Jf  °"%fhunks  that  have  tumbled  down 

m  from  the  cliffs.   It  was  a  joy  following  that 

^Sf^^^L^"";^^  ^°^"  ^^^  ^^^^^  ^^^  ™y  "^ind  could 
f  ^^^  ""^^^  ^^^^P  peering  down  from  the  cliffs  above. 


W 


^ 
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257  -  AL'S  CREEK  NR 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMEINTS 


I 

I 


Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways  X 

MSO-101/I**    Roads  passing  through  them  by  the  Montana  AMS 

and  topographic  maps.... The  fact  that  these  M 

roads  often  extend  through  and  across  these  w 
areas  suggests  that  they  play  a  larger  role  in 

rural  access  than  might  some  isolated  dead-end  rg 

road.   Whether  or  not  maintained  by  mechanical  (■ 

means,  these  roads  may  be  essential  to  the  ^ 
maintenance  of  existing  resource  uses.   They  are 

incompatible  with  a  meaningful  interpretation  of  m 

what  is  meant  by  wilderness  JP 

W 

I 
I 

i 


I 
I 
I 

M 

I 
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25  8  -  TIMBER  RANGE 


||^    GENERAL  COMMENTS 


1  ■■ 


u 


Decision-related 

MSO-061/I      We  are  opposed  to  this  area  being  intensively 

inventoried  for  a  wilderness  area  designation. 

Other 

MSO-092/C      Consideration  of  these  units  for  wilderness 

nullifies  the  logical  concept  of  multiple  use. 

PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 

Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 

MSO-092/C      We  use,  on  a  regular  basis,  access  roads  and 

trails  to  these  properties  during  the  six  months 
or  so  of  each  year  that  weather  permits. .. .The 
units  are  liberally  laced  with  other  roads  and 
trails  which  have  been  used,  in  many  cases  for 
over  fifty  years,  for  access  to  all  parts  of  the 
units  by  ranchers,  hunters,  and  recreationists . 
In  the  last  twenty  years,  the  traffic  on  these 
roads  has  been  substantially  increased  by  seekers 
of  oil,  gas,  coal,  and  other  minerals.   We  have 
been  using  and  will  continue  to  use  these  roads 
in  our  exploration  efforts  for  minerals  in  the 
units. 

MSO-061/I      We  have  been  actively  drilling  in  the  areas 

described  and  have  established  roads  to  the 
following  locations:   Sec.  8,  13,  14,  25,  27, 
29,  30,  &  31;  R25E,  T26N. 

Minerals 

MSO-092/C      We  are  the  owners  and  operators  on  approximately 

thirty  unpatented  lode  mining  claims  and  fee 
mining  leases  in  the  area  of  the  subject  inventory 
units.   Consideration  of  these  units  for  wilder- 
ness ignores  our  rights  as  citizens  of  the  United 
States  to  contribute  to  the  mineral  wealth  of 
our  country  through  our  exploration  efforts,  and 
to  benefit  therefrom  if  we  are  successful.   The 
United  States  today  imports  approximately  50%  of 
its  crude  oil  needs  from  OPEC  countries  and  large 
percentages  of  other  vital  minerals  from  other 
foreign  sources.   These  imports  are  constantly 
increasing  and  the  trend  can  best  be  diminished 
by  additional  exploration  on  both  public  and 
private  lands.   No  evidence  has  been  presented 
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258  -  TIMBER  RANGE 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS  (CONT.) 


Minerals  (Cont., ) 

MSO-092/C      to  show  that  the  siibject  units  have  been 
(Cont.)        adequately  evaluated  as  to  their  mineral 
potential . 


WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 


Other 


M 
1 

I 
1 
1 

I 


MS0-61/I       This  exploration  in  the  area  in  question  shows 

the  interest  we  have  in  public  lands  for  future 
mineral  development.   Penetration  into  these 
areas  by  vehicles  for  future  development  of  ^ 

gas/oil  exploration  would  be  extremely  distract- 
ing to  anyone  in  the  immediate  area  seeking  a        m 
wilderness  experience.  ■ 


1^ 

I 
t 
I 
I 
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259  -  WEST  LONESOME  LAKE  NR 


**    GENERAL  OPINIONS 

f"      Decision-related 

L-046/C        I  do  not  support  non-consideration  of  259.   The 

area  is  basically  roadless  and  supports  rare 
^  prairie  wildlife. 

(     PRIVATE  LAND 

^   

MSO-101/I**    Wilderness  areas  should  not  include  state  or 

fee  lands  (i.e.  this  area). 


-    PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 


Minerals 


MSO-0  75/I      Potential  for  oil  and  gas. 

WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 

Supplemental 

L-046/C        Eight  burrowing  owl  nesting  sites  were  identified 

on  the  perimeter  of  the  area.   Many  others  may  be 
nesting  in  the  areas.   The  Lake  supports  a 
multitude  of  other  bird  life.   The  wildlife  needs 
careful  consideration. 

MSO-099/E      Area  with  exceptional  wildlife  values  and 

potential. .. .Special  consideration  should  be  given 
to  wildlife,  particularly  waterfowl  in  their 
management . 


3n 


260  -  EAST  LONESOME  LAKE            *  NR   'M 

L-046/C        I  do  not  support  non-consideration  of  260,  the 

Lonesome  Lake  Area,   The  area  is  basically  m 

roadless  and  supports  rare  prairie  wildlife.  'M 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-related 


PRIVATE  LAND 

MSO-101/I**    Wilderness  areas  should  not  include  state  or 

fee  lands  (i.e.  this  area). 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 
Minerals 
MSO-075/I      Potential  for  oil  and  gas, 

WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 
Supplemental 


MSO-099/E      Area  with  exceptional  wildlife  values  and 

potential. .. .Special  consideration  should  be 
given  to  wildlife,  particularly  waterfowl  in 
their  management. 


1 
1 


I 
I 


L-046/C        Eight  burrowing  owl  nesting  sites  were  identi-       I 

fied  on  the  perimeter  of  the  area.   Many  others 
may  be  nesting  in  the  area.   The  Lake  supports 
a  multitude  of  other  bird  life.   The  wildlife 
needs  careful  consideration. 
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261  -  WILDHORSE  LAKE 


'«•    GENERAL  OPINIONS 

P      Decision-related 
W 

MSO-009/E      Should  be  studied  for  wilderness  because  of 

unique  geological  conditions. 

L-046/C        I  support  indecision  of  Area  261  for  wilderness 

inventory  study. 

MSO-014/I      Because  of  the  high  natural  gas  potential  and 

the  poor  wilderness  qualities,  I  strongly  recom- 
mend and  urge  that  Area  261  be  deleted  from  your 
initial  inventory  list  and  receive  no  further 
wilderness  consideration. 

*■    PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 

Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 

to     

MSO-014/E      There  are  numerous  roads  throughout  the  area. 
^      Minerals 

CMS0-14/I       There  is  a  shut-in  Eagle  gas  well  in  Sec.  12 
of  T37N,  R12E.   Another  well  in  Sec.  12  recorded 
gas  shows  in  the  Sawtooth.   Gas  shows  were 
tested  in  the  Second  White  Specks  in  Sec.  3  &  15 
of  T37N,  R13E.   The  well  in  Sec.  15  was  eventu- 
**  ally  completed  as  a  flowing  water  well  in  the 

Eagle  sand.   There  are  three  shut-in  Second 
White  Specks  gas  wells  in  Sec.  3,  11,  &  12  in 
^  T36N,  R13E  immediately  south. 


MSO-075/I      Potential  for  oil  and  gas. 


\m 


i-^' 


MSO-014/I      This  area  definitely  has  high  natural  gas  poten- 
tial in  the  Judith  River,  Eagle,  Second  White 
Specks  and  Sawtooth  sandstones.   Further  develop- 
W»  ment  of  this  field  could  easily  involve  some  of 

the  federal  acreage  on  the  intensive  inventory 
list  in  T37N,  R13E. 
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251  -  WILDHORSE  LAKE 


water  in  the  spring  and  early  summer.   During 
the  balance  of  the  year  it  is  an  alkali  flat, 
with  little  or  no  wilderness  qualities. 


1 


WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS                                     .       '  W**' 

Other  B 

■  m 

MS0-14/I       Wild  Horse  Lake  has  less  wilderness  qualities 

than  almost  any  area.   It  is  basically  a  "playa"  m 

or  dry  lake  bed.   It  generally  only  contains  ■ 
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264  -  WOODY  ISLAND  COULEE  R 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-related 


f^       MS0-9/E        Should  be  studied  for  wilderness  because  of 
^  unique  geological  conditions. 


I 


MS0-14/I       It  is. . .recommended  that  Area  #264  be  deleted 

from  your  initial  inventory  and  receive  no 
further  wilderness  consideration. 

L-48/C         Even  though  this  area  comprises  the  5000  acres 

you  desire,  it  does  not  offer  the  objectives 
of  the  wilderness  program  you  hope  to  obtain. 

PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 

Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 

^^       d — 

MS0-14/I       A  road  across  the  eastern  boundary. 

y       Minerals 

MS0-14/I       This  area  of  northern  Montana,  covering 
^  portions  of  T32N-37N,  R23-39E  has  good 

natural  gas  potential.  ..  .Additional  acciomulations 
^  of  oil  or  gas  will  probably  be  found  throughout 

1  the  area.   It  will  take  time  to  get  accomplished, 

^  and  the  leases  must  be  available  if  these  future 

reserves  are  to  be  found. 

m  MS0-14/I       Most,  if  not  all,  of  the  area  is  currently 

covered  by  oil  and  gas  leases.  Good  shows 
of  gas  have  been  encountered  in  some  of  the 

Jli  dry  holes. 

!      WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 

Opportunities  for  Primitive  Recreation 

^       L-48/C         This  area  has  been  unable  to  develop  an  extensive 

recreation  playground  for  the  people. .. .There 
is  a  limited  amount  of  hunting  available.... 

L  Snowshoeing,  cross-country  skiing,  and  dog  sled- 

ding would  not  be  suitable  for  this  area  due  to 
winter  wind  conditions  that  cause  low  snow  im- 

j_  pact  areas. 

MSO-101/I**     It  is  our  opinion  that  the  majority  of  the 
\  proposed  study  areas  fail  to  meet  these  criteria. 

W  In  particular,  the  following  areas  are  situated 
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264  -  WOODY  ISLAND  COULEE 


WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS  ( CONT . ) 


Opportunities  for  Primitive  Recreation  (Cont.) 


MSO-101/I** 
(Cont.) 

Supplemental 

L-048/C 


largely  in  areas  totally  lacking  any  striking 
or  superior  recreational  opportunities. 


In  research  I  have  not  been  able  to  gather  any 
significant  information  on  historical  events.... 
There  are  no  endangered  species  here  because  the 
terrain  does  not  provide  a  protective  habitat. 
To  my  knowledge,  it  appears  that  the  only  endan- 
gered species  may  be  us  the  people..,. In  this 
area,  the  limited  amount  of  wildlife  have  been 
compatible  with  livestock  due  to  human  develop- 
ment....To  my  knowledge  this  wilderness  area 
would  turn  into  a  coyote  and  rodent  haven.   The 
reason  is  during  severe  winters  and  drought  the 
coyotes  will  destroy  newborn  animals  and  the 
rodents  will  destroy  the  vegetation. .. .No  scenic 
areas. 


I 

I 

I 
1 

I 
I 
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265  -  HAVRE  RESOURCE  AREA:  SCATTERED  TRACTS  NR 


WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 


Supplemental 


B-lOl/C        A  spectacular  outcropping  of  old  volcanic 

mountains  on  the  plains;  supports  elk  herd; 
of  great  historical  and  paleontologic 
significance. 


f 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-related 


26  6  -  ANTELOPE  CREEK  R     W 

I 


1 

1 
I 
1 
I 
I 
I 

Roads  and  Vehicular  WAys  M 

MSO-092/C      We  use,  on  a  regular  basis,  access  roads  and 

trails  to  these  properties  during  the  six  'f 

months  or  so  of  each  year  that  weather  permits .        W 

Units  are  liberally  laced  with  other  roads  and 

trails  which  have  been  used,  in  many  cases  for         M 

over  fifty  years,  for  access  to  all  parts  of  | 

the  units  by  ranchers,  hunters,  and  recrea- 

tionists.   In  the  last  twenty  years,  the  traffic       *», 

on  these  roads  has  been  substantially  increased 

by  seekers  of  oil,  gas,  coal,  and  other  minerals.      '^ 

We  have  been  using  and  will  continue  to  use  these 

roads  in  our  exploration  efforts  for  minerals  in 

the  units. 


MSO-043/C      I  would  like  to  request  that  this  area  be 

returned  to  the  wilderness  inventory  and/or 
intensively  studied  for  wilderness. 

MSO-099/E  .     Strongly  supports  and  recommends  for  intensive 

inventory.   These  areas  within  the  Wild  and 
Scenic  Missouri  corridor  deserve  careful  con- 
sideration and  evaluation. 

MSO-100/E      Protection  of  this  area  is  essential  to  the 

proper  management  of  the  Wild  Missouri  River 
corridor . 

MSO-092/C      Consideration  of  (this)  unit  for  wilderness 

nullifies  the  logical  concept  of  multiple  use. 

SIZE-  AND/OR  BOUNDARY- RELATED  COMMENTS 

MSO-009/E      Study  should  depend  upon  management  of  contiguous 

Forest  Service  lands.  ■ 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 


I 
I 
t 
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i         266    -   ANTELOPE    CREEK 

m 

] 

4m  physical  developments  (cont.) 

'^      Minerals 

-urn 

MSO-092/C      We  are  the  owners  and  operators  on  approximately 

thirty  unpatented  lode  mining  claims  and  fee 
,  mining  leases  in  the  area  of  the  subject  inventory 

•■^  units.   Consideration  of  these  units  for  wilder- 

ness ignores  our  rights  as  citizens  of  the  United 
'  States  to  contribute  to  the  mineral  wealth  of 

W  our  country  through  our  exploration  efforst,  and 

to  benefit  therefrom  if  we  are  successful.   The 

t  United  States  today  imports  approximately  50%  of 

its  crude  oil  needs  from  OPEC  countries  and 
large  percentages  of  other  vital  minerals  from 

r-  other  foreign  sources .   These  imports  are  con- 

stantly increasing  and  the  trend  can  best  be 

■^  diminished  by  additional  exploration  on  both 

public  and  private  lands.   No  evidence  has  been 
presented  to  show  that  the  subject  units  have 

iw  been  adequately  evaluated  as  to  their  mineral 

potential. 

i 

*"   WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 

Supplemental 

MSO-077/G      Some  of  the  proposed  BLM  wilderness  units, 

especially  those  adjoining  previously  proposed 
wilderness  areas  on  the  Refuge,  may  have  value 
in  preserving  large  blocks  of  important  wildlife 
habitat  for  such  species  as  bighorn  sheep,  deer, 
elk,  grouse,  and  others. 

L-056/R        We  saw  sign  of  elk  and  shed  antlers  of  both  deer 

species.   We  saw  or  heard  no  other  person. 
Butterflies  and  flowers  were  everywhere.   The 
wind  was  strong,  the  sun  warm,  huge  thunderheads 
were  billowing  up  in  the  east  and  the  puffs  of 
cloud  racing  by  were  sprinkling  rain  on  us.   We 
were  filled  and  impressed. 
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26  8  -  CYPRIAN  CREEK  R 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-related 


MS0-9/E        Area  should  be  studied  for  its  ability  to  enhance 

the  recreational,  scenic,  and  solitude  values  of 
the  Wild  and  Scenic  River  and  the  Charles  M. 
Russell  Game  Range. 


I 


I 
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2  70  -  ROCK  CREEK  R 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-related 


MS0-9/E        Area  should  be  studied  for  its  ability  to  enhance 

the  recreational,  scenic,  and  solitude  values  of 
the  Wild  and  Scenic  River  and  the  Charles  M. 
Russell  Game  Range. 


m 


in 


211    -    SEVEN  MILE  COULEE  N  R 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-related 


MS0-9/E        Area  should  be  studied  for  its  ability  to  enhance 

the  recreational,  scenic,  and  solitude  values  of 
the  Wild  and  Scenic  River  and  the  Charles  M. 
Russell  Game  Range. 


1 


I 
I 

I 


I 
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272  -  C.  K.  CREEK  NR 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-related 


I 


f! 


^ 


i 


MS0-9/E        Area  should  be  studied  for  its  ability  to  enhance 

the  recreational,  scenic,  and  solitude  values  of 
the  Wild  and  Scenic  River  and  the  Charles  M. 
Russell  Game  Range. 
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GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Dec is ion- related 


273  -  SPRING  COULEE  NR    I 

I 


MS0-9/E        Area  should  be  studied  for  its  ability  to  enhance 

the  recreational,  scenic,  and  solitude  values  of 
the  Wild  and  Scenic  River  and  the  Charles  M. 
Russell  Game  Range. 


1 


1 
I 
i 
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I 
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I 
I 


337 


t 


I 


274  -  BEAUCHAMP  CREEK 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 

Dec is ion- related 

MSO-100/E      Based  on  my  strong  belief  that  past  overgrazing 

and  off-site  intrusions  should  not  be  controlling 
factors  I  recommend  this  unit  be  added' to  the  inten- 
sive inventory. 

MSO-099/E      A  number  of  units  in  this  area  were  not  recommended 

for  further  inventory,  a  position  basically 
endorsed  by  the  Wilderness  Institute.   However 
some  of  our  members  felt  they  should  remain  in  the 
process  through  the  intensive  inventory  stage. 
The  conditions  of  past  overgrazing  and  out  of 
unit  sight  and  sound  intrusions  should  not  be 
heavily  weighed  in  your  evaluations.   They  are 
conditions  that  can  be  mitigated. 

MSO-094/E*     Insufficient  documentation  has  been  provided  to 

drop  this  area  at  this  stage  of  the  review. 

MSO-086/C      Areas  that  I  feel  should  be  added  to  your  inten- 
sive inventory  list.   I  feel  they  have  strong 
wilderness  characteristics. 

MSO-052/C**     I  am  requesting  that  you  please  also  include  in 

your  proposal  for  intensive  inventory  (Area  274) 
which  I  feel  was  erroneously  recommended  as  non- 
wilderness. 

MSO-009/E      Should  be  studied  for  its  ability  to  enhance  the 

recreational,  scenic,  and  solitude  values  of  the 
Wild  and  Scenic  River  and  the  Charles  M.  Russell 
Game  Range. 

L-044/C        It  is  in  our  opinion  that  this  area  (274)  does 
not  fall  within  the  definition  of  a  wilderness. 

L-043/C        It  would  be  an  expensive  waste  to  ruin  this  balance 
by  fencing  it  off  and  creating  all  the  attendant 
problems  of  fencing.   Besides  the  roads  would  be 
closed  creating  an  inconvience  to  all  of  those 
who  use  them.   For  once,  please  keep  your  hands 
off. 

L-016/C        By  creating  a  wilderness  area,  thereby  closing 

all  existing  roads  and  trails,  I  as  a  taxpayer 
will  no  longer  be  able  to  use  this  district  to 
hunt  and  enjoy. 
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2  74  -  BEAUCHAMP  CREEK 


GENERAL  OPINIONS  (CONT.) 


Other 


MSO-065/I       (The  Board  of  Directors  of  the  Big  Flat  Electric 

Cooperative,  Inc.)  consider  the  multiple  use 
management  method  best  for  all  interests. 


INVENTORY  CRITERIA  SUGGESTIONS 

MSO-103/C      Enormously  valuable  as  complementary  extensions 

of  the  wild  and  scenic  river. 


PRIVATE  LAND 

L-044/C        This  private  property  located  inside  274. 

PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 

Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 

L-016/C        I  or  my  family  and  friends  have  used  the  existing 

roads  and  trails  for  the  retrieving  of  downed 
game  and  the  sheer  enjoyment  of  solitude. 

L-015/R        A  road,  as  sketched,  for  access  to  hay  meadows. 

L-044/C        Bladed  road  is  access  to  private  property,  and 

acts  as  an  artery  to  Lasy  69  Cattle  Co. 's  Bueachamp 
Creek  headquarters. .. .Access  to  and  from  develop- 
ments is  essential  for  maintainence  and  livestock 
needs  (health,  salt,  etc.). 


of  business"  as  more  grass  is  impossible  to  locate. 
We  also  use  these  roads  to  work  cattle. 


I 
I 
I 

1 
I 


L-Oll/R        I  have  out  of  state  hunters  here  every  year  from 
many  states  and  they  use  all  of  these  roads  to 
get  where  they  want  to  go  and  also  to  retrieve 
their  game.... I  have  a  bladed  trail  through 
section  1  T22R28  going  from  one  deeded  property 
to  another ....  In  the  event  of  a  fire,  the  trails 
are  very  essential.   We  have  our  firefighting 
equipment  ready  to  go  in  the  spur  of  the  moment, 
so  as  soon  as  one  can  get  to  the  fire  the  easier 
it  is  to  squelch.   We  need  this  grass  badly  to        ^ 
survive.   If  our  grass  is  burned  we  would  be  "out     V 


I 
1 
t 

1 
I 
I 
I 


I 
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274  -  BEAUCHAMP  CREEK 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 

Utility  Rights  of  Way 

L-044/C        Underground  telephone  line  (proposed) ... .Power 

line. 

MSO-065/I      Power  lines  upon  or  across  portions  of  this  area. 

These  lines  require  motorized  access  for  main- 
tenance at  all  times  of  the  year. 

L-015/R        Power  lines  along  the  school  section. 

L-Oll/C        A  power  line. 

Fences 

L-015/R        Fence  lines. 

Reservoirs  and  Stock  Watering  Devices 

L-044/C        The  water  developments  within  274  are  vital  to 

livestock  and  wildlife. 

L-015/R        Reservoirs. 

Fixed  Site  Facilities 

L-015/R        Corrals  and  a  windmill. 

Recreation 

L-04  3/C        We  have  fished,  hunted,  hiked,  driven  and  ridden 

the  trails  and  roads  and  marvelled  at  wonderful 
beauty  of  it. 

WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 

Other 

MSO-066/E      Must  be  reconsidered  for  their  wilderness  value 

because  they  do  have  wilderness  characteristics: 
naturalness,  unconfined  and  primitive  recreation 
and  outstanding  opportunities  for  solitude,  as 
set  forth  by  the  1964  Wilderness  Act. 
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275  -  INDIAN  LAKE  R 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-related 


MSO-100/E      Based  on  my  strong  belief  that  past  overgrazing 

and  off-site  intrusions  should  not  be  controlling 
factors  I  recommend  that  this  unit  be  added  to 
the  intensive  inventory. 

MSO-086/C      Areas  that  I  feel  should  be  added  to  your  intensive 

inventory  list.   I  feel  they  have  strong  wilderness 
characteristics . 


MSO-094/E*      Insufficient  documentation  has  been  provided  to 

drop  this  area  at  this  stage  of  the  review. 

L-043/C        It  would  be  an  expensive  waste  to  ruin  this  balance 

by  fencing  it  off  and  creating  all  the  attendant 
problems  of  fencing.   Besides  the  roads  would  be 
closed  creating  an  inconvenience  to  all  of  those 
who  use  them.   For  once,  please  keep  your  hands 
off. 


I 
I 
I 
I 


I 


3 


MSO-009/E      Should  be  studied  for  its  ability  to  enhance 

the  recreational,  scenic,  and  solitude  values 
of  the  Wild  and  Scenic  River  and  the  Charles  ^ 

M.  Russell  Game  Range.  ■ 

MSO-052/C**     I  am  requesting  that  you  please  also  include  in 

your  proposal  for  intensive  inventory  (Area  275) 
which  I  feel  was  erroneously  recommended  as  non- 
wilderness. 

MSO-099/E      A  number  of  units  in  this  area  were  not  recommended    I 

for  further  inventory,  a  position  basically 
endorsed  by  the  Wilderness  Institute.   However 
some  of  our  members  felt  they  should  remain  in 
the  process  through  the  intensive  inventory  stage. 
The  conditions  of  past  overgrazing  and  out  of 
unit  sight  and  sound  intrusions  should  not  be 
heavily  weighed  in  your  evaluations.   They  are 
conditions  that  can  be  mitigated. 


I 
1 
I 


L-016/C        By  creating  a  wilderness  area,  thereby  closing        I 

all  existing  roads  and  trails,  I  as  a  taxpayer 
will  no  longer  be  able  to  use  this  district  to 
hunt  and  enjoy. 


I 
I 
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275  -  INDIAN  LAKE 


GENERAL  OPINIONS  (CONT.) 


c 


^  other 

MSO-065/I      The  Board  of  Directors  of  the  Big  Flat  Electric 
r  Cooperative,  Inc.,  go  on  record  as  opposing  con- 

1^  sideration  of  Area  275  as  intensive  wilderness 

inventory  study  area,  but  that  it  remain  under 

the  multiple  use  management. 

SIZE-  and/or  BOUNDARY-RELATED  COMMENTS 

MSO-103/C      Enormously  valuable  as  complementary  extensions 

of  the  wild  and  scenic  river. 

PRIVATE  LAND 

MSO-101/I**    Wilderness  areas  should  not  include  state  or  fee 

lands.   (i.e.  this  area) 

PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 

Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 

L-016/C        I  or  my  family  and  friends  have  used  the  existing 

roads  and  trails  for  the  retrieving  of  downed 
game  and  the  sheer  enjoyment  of  solitude. 


Uw 


I 


*•      L-Oll/C        I  have  out  of  state  hunters  here  every  year  from 

many  states  and  they  use  all  of  these  roads  to 
get  where  they  want  to  go  and  also  to  retrieve 

4|  their  game.... In  the  event  of  a  fire,  the  trails 

are  very  essential.   We  have  our  firefighting 

S  equipment  ready  to  go  in  the  spur  of  the  moment, 

so  as  soon  as  one  can  get  to  the  fire  the  easier 
it  is  to  squelch.   We  need  this  grass  badly  to 
survive.   If  our  grass  is  burned  we  would  be 
"out  of  business"  as  more  grass  is  impossible  to 
W  locate.   We  also  use  these  roads  to  work  cattle.... 

In  section  31  and  32  T22  R29  I  have  a  bladed 
road  which  I  use.... 6  bladed  roads  which  I  use. 

L-015/R        One  road,  bladed  with  heavy  equipment. 

i       Utility  Rights  of  Way 

MSO-065/I      Power  lines  upon  or  across  portions  of  this  area. 
\  These  lines  require  motorized  access  for  maintenance 

W  at  all  times  of  the  year. 
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275  -  INDIAN  LAKE 

PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS  (CONT.) 

Utility  Rights 

of  Way  (Cont. ) 

^_ 

L-015/R 

Power  lines . 

L-Oll/C 

A  power  line. 

Fences 

H 

L-Oll/G 

3  miles  of  fence  in  the  area.... 15  miles  of  fence 
to  maintain. 

Reservoirs 

and 

Stock  Watering  Devices 

L-Oll/C 

Two  manmade  stock  water  dams.... 20  stockwater 
dams.... A  deep  well. 

m 

L-015/R 

The  many  reservoirs  in  the  area  were  built  with 
heavy  equipment  and  will  require  maintenance 
with  heavy  equipment.   This  is  the  only  water 
available  for  either  livestock  or  wildlife,  in  the 
entire  area. 

1 

Fixed  Site 

Fac 

ilities 

L-015/R 

Cattle  guard. 

m 

Recreation 

L-043/C 

We  have  fished,  hunted,  hiked,  driven  and  ridden 
the  trails  and  roads  and  marvelled  at  wonderful 
beauty  of  it. 

WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS                         .    ' 

m 

Other 

' 

MSO-066/E 

Must  be  reconsidered  for  their  wilderness  value 
because  they  do  have  wilderness  characteristics: 
naturalness,  unconfined  and  primitive  recreation 
and  outstanding  opportunities  for  solitude,  as 
set  forth  by  the  1964  Wilderness  Act. 

■ 
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276  -  HAWLEY  CR  R 

L  GENERAL  OPINIONS 

r"      Decision-related 

MSO-099/E      A  number  of  units  in  this  area  were  not 

recoiTimended  for  further  inventory,  a  position 
basically  endorsed  by  the  Wilderness  Institute 

^  However  some  of  our  members  felt  they  should 

remain  in  the  process  through  the  intensive 
inventory  stage.   The  conditions  of  past  over- 

imi  grazing  and  out  of  unit  sight  and  sound  intrusions 

should  not  be  heavily  weighed  in  your  evaluations. 
They  are  conditions  that  can  be  mitigated. 


s 


! 


MSO-066/E      Must  be  considered  for  . . . (its) . . .  wilderness 

value  because  . . . (it  has) . . .wilderness  character- 
istics:  naturalness,  unconfined  and  primitive 
recreation  and  outstanding  opportunities  for 
solitude,  as  set  forth  by  the  1964  Wilderness  Act. 

MSO-100/E      Based  on  my  strong  belief  that  past  overgrazing 

and  off-site  intrusions  should  not  be  controlling 
factors  I  recommend  that  this  unit  be  added  to 
the  intensive  inventory. 

MSO-52/C**     I  am  requesting  that  you  please  also  include  in 

your  proposal  for  intensive  inventory  (Area  276) 
which  I  feel  was  erroneously  recommended  as  non- 
wilderness. 

MSO-086/C      Should  be  added  to  your  intensive  inventory  list. 

I  feel  it  has  strong  wilderness  characteristics. 

MSO-094/E*     Insufficient  documentation  has  been  provided  to 

drop  this  area  at  this  stage  of  the  review. 

MSO-065/I      The  Board  of  Directors  of  the  Big  Flat  Electric 

Cooperative,  Inc.,  go  on  record  as  opposing 
consideration  of  Area  276  as  intensive  wilderness 
inventory  study  area,  but  that  it  remain  under  the 
multiple  use  management. 

L-031/RI       Designating  this  area  as  wilderness  would 

virtually  eliminate   the  good  the  general  public 
gets  from  land  now. . . .would  create  a  hardship  on 
ranchers,  hunters  and  utility  maintenance  workers 
who  need  vehicular  access  to  the  area  and  to 
cross  the  area  in  the  course  of  their  business. 
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276  -  HAWLEY  CR 


I 

I 
I 

L-016/C        By  creating  a  wilderness  area,  thereby  closing       ^ 

all  existing  roads  and  trails,  I  as  a  taxpayer       ■ 

will     nn     1  nnap^r    hp    abl  p>    t-o    ncsf^    -l-hip:    rli  s-f-i-i  r*!-    -t-n  ™ 


GENERAL  OPINIONS  (CONT.) 
Decision-related  CCont.) 


will  no  longer  be  able  to  use  this  district  to 
hunt  and  enjoy. 

L-04  3/C        It  would  be  an  expensive  waste  to  ruin  this 

balance  by  fencing  it  off  and  creating  all  the 
attendant  problems  of  fencing.   Besides  the  roads 
would  be  closed  creating  an  inconvenience  to  all 
of  those  who  use  them.   For  once,  please  keep 
your  hands  off. 


MSO-018/C**    Should  be  excluded  from  any  wilderness  classi- 
fication until  (oil)  potential  can  be  explored. 
Should  oil  be  found  here  the  value  to  the  public 
and  the  nation  would  be  much  greater  than  any 
wilderness  could  ever  be.   I  hold  oil  and  gas 
leases  on  some  of  this  land,  and  I  urge  that         j^ 
this  potential  be  given  serious  consideration        I 
in  your  evaluation. 


Other 

MSO-10  3/C      Enormously  valuable  as  complementary  extension 

of  the  wild  and  scenic  river. 

MSO-009/E      Should  be  studied  for  its  ability  to  enhance  the 

recreational,  scenic  and  solitude  values  of  the 
Wild  and  Scenic  River  and  the  Charles  M.  Russell 
Game  Range . 


PRIVATE  LAND 

MSO-101/I**     Wilderness  areas  should  not  include  state  or  fee 

lands,  (i.e.  this  area) 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 


Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 


I 

3 
I 
I 


1 
I 
I 
1 
I 
1 

I 


L-Oll/C        In  the  event  of  a  fire,  the  trails  are  very 

essential.   We  have  our  firefighting  equipment 

ready  to  go  in  the  spur  of  the  moment,  so  as         ■■ 

soon  as  one  can  get  to  the  fire  the  easier  it        f 

is  to  squelch.   We  need  this  grass  badly  to 

survive.   If  our  grass  is  burned  we  would  be         ^ 

"out  of  business"  as  more  grass  is  impossible        ■ 
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276  -  HAWLEY  CR 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS  (CONT.) 

Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways  CCont . ) 

L-Oll/C        to  locate.   We  also  use  these  roads  to  work 
(Cont.)        cattle....!  have  4  bladed  roads. 

L-031/RI       Many  miles  of  mechanically  made  roads  throughout 

the  area. .. .bladed  road  which  follows  the  power 
line  all  the  way  to  provide. . .access. 

L-015/R        Four  roads,  running  south  of  the  Pea  Ridge  road. 

They  were  graded  with  heavy  equipment  and  are 
vital  for  fence  maintenance  in  the  breaks  area. 
Roads  are  extremely  necessary  for  this  use  and 
also  well  used  by  sportsmen,  for  fire  prevention, 
reservoir  maintenance  and  access  to  the  various 
tools  of  cattle  management. 

L-016/C        I  or  my  family  and  friends  have  used  the  existing 

roads  and  trails  for  the  retrieving  of  downed 
game  and  the  sheer  enjoyment  of  solitude. 

Utility  Rights  of  Way 

L-015/R        Power  lines. 

MSO-065/I      Power  lines  upon  or  across  portions  of  this 

area.   These  lines  require  motorized  access  for 
maintenance  at  all  times  of  the  year. 

Fences 

L-Oll/C        11  miles  of  fence  to  maintain. 

L-015/R        Six-mile  stretch  of  fence. 


L-31/RI        Many  miles  of  fence  which  detract  from  the 

v/ilderness  aspect  and  need  to  be  maintained  with 
P  vehicles  and  machines. 


Reservoirs  and  Stock  Watering  Devices 
^         L-Oll/C        5  stockwater  dams. 
L-015/R        One  well. 

W         L-0  31/RI       Many  stockwater  reservoirs  that  have  been  built 

and  need  to  be  maintained  by  mechanical  means. 


I 
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2  76  -  HAWLEY  CR 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS  (CONT.) 


Minerals 


Recreation 

L-Oll/C        I  have  out  of  state  hunters  here  every  year  from 

many  states  and  they  use  all  of  these  roads  to 
get  where  they  want  to  go  and  also  to  retrieve 
their  game. 


WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 


Naturalness 


I 
I 
I 
I 


MSO-018/C**    Five  oil  and  gas  tests  have  been  drilled  in 

these  two  townships,  as  well  as  additional  » 

tests  in  the  surrounding  townships .. ..Previous       M 
tests  had  significant  shows  of  oil,  and  de- 
tailed  photogeologic  studies  indiacte  that  they 
are  very  near  a  potential  trap  area.... The 
eastern  half  of  T23N,  R29E  and  the  western 
half  of  T23N,  R30E  have  excellent  potential 
for  oil  production. 


I 
I 

Grazing 

L-031/RI       Land  is  best  suited  for  livestock  grazing...         M 


I 
I 


L-0  31/RI       Widely  used  by  hunters  who  come  to  the  area  to  m 

hunt  antelope,  mule  deer,  white  tailed  deer,  sage  M 

grouse  and  sharp  tailed  grouse.... We  have  ' 
fished,  hunted,  hiked,  driven  and  ridden  the 
trails  and  roads  and  marvelled  at  the  wonderful 

beauty  of  it.  '>mi 


I 


L-031/RI       Man-made  marks  on  the  land.  I 

Opportunities  for  Solitude 

L-031/RI       The  area  is  poorly  fit  for  wilderness  due  to         m 

its  lack  of  solitude. .. .Anyone  seeking  pleasant 
scenery  or  solitude  is  not  likely  to  find  it  in      • 
this  unit.   A  great  share  of  this  unit  is  within     g 
sight  of  farm  and  ranch  buildings  and  cultivated 
land.   Nearly  all  of  this  unit  is  within  sound  of     , 
farm  and  ranch  activities.   There  are  many  yard 
lights  at  ranch  headquarters  which  are  visible       ^ 
from  all  parts  of  this  area  at  night. 
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2  76    -    HAWLEY   CR 

WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS  (CONT.) 

Opportunities  for  Primitive  Recreation 


1-031/RI       I  can't  visualize  people  wanting  to  hike  or 

even  ride  horseback  across  the  sagebrush  and  cactus 
which  sonstitutes  the  greatest  share  of  this  area. 


s 


I 


k 


E 


E 
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277  -  BOX  ELDER  CR  R 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-related 


MSO-36/C       The   Initial  Wilderness  Inventory  MT-065-277 

Box  Elder  in  my  opinion  is  not  for  the  best 
of  all  concerned. 

MSO-37/C       The  present  nonrenewable  energy  shortages 

and  the  bleak  future  of  plentiful  supplies 
of  energy,  the  numbers  of  people  visiting 
these  remote  areas  for  recreation  or  aesthetic 
values  will  decline  sharply,  hence  wilderness 
status  is  not  needed. 

Other 

MS0-9/E        Should  be  studied  for  its  ability  to  enhance 

the  recreational,  scenic,  and  solitude  values 
of  the  Wild  and  Scenic  River  and  the  Charles 
M.  Russell  Game  Range. 

MSO-37/C       Multiple  use  status  is  the  best  management  m 

process  for  all  the  interests  in  the  public  I 

lands.   The  ever-increasing  world  population 
v/ill  soon  make  all  available  land  necessary 
for  food  production.   Multiple  use  management 
provides  for  harvesting  the  protein  of  the 
renewable  resources,  the  grasses  and  forbes, 
for  human  food.   In  this  area  livestock  grazing 
is  the  only  practical  method  of  harvesting 
this  food  resource. 

MSO-33/C       The  grasses  and  forbes  in  the  area  are  renewable      I 

resources  which  will  be  used  to  the  best  advan- 
tage  by  the  multiple  use  program.         ; 


MSO-36/C       Second,  this  area  only  can  provide  full  benefit 

to  all  people  under  a  multiple  use  management 
program  where  cattle  can  produce  edible  protein 
from  the  grass  and  forage  which  this  land  can 
provide  in  a  renewable  capacity.   Therefore, 
I  feel  multiple  use  management  serves  all  inter- 
ests best. 


I 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 


I 
I 


I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
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277  -  BOX  ELDER  CR 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENT 


I 


1 


c 


Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 

MSO-33/C   '    There  is  a  road  on  Reynolds  Hill,  which 

wasn't  recognized.   It  has  been  used  since 
homestead  days. . .to  care  for  cattle  in  the 
area,  repair  fences  and  reservoirs  and  also 
access  to  the  lake  for  recreational  purposes. 

MSO-36/C       Roads  on  Reynolds  Hill  through  the  area  to 

Fort  Peck  Lake  is  about  the  only  good  access 
for  recreation.   It  is  used  for  repair  of 
fences,  reservoirs  and  care  of  cattle  too. 

MSO-37/C       The  road  known  as  Reynolds  Hill  Road  is  not 

recognized  as  a  maintained  road.   Creating 
a  wilderness  here  without  recognizing  this 
road  would  deny  access  to  a  large  section  of 
Fort  Peck  Lake  and  access  to  maintain  fences 
and  reservoirs  and  attend  livestock  in  the 
area.   This  road  has  been. used  and  maintained 
since  homestead  days  and  was  maintained  by  a 
BLM  crew  and  private  individuals  within  the 
past  few  years.   The  Reynolds  Hill  Road  begins 
in  the  NEl/4  of  Sec.25,  T24N,  R31E,  and  proceeds 
southerly  to  Fort  Peck  Lake  near  the  midpoint 
of  Sec. 18,  T22N,  R32E. 


E 
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GENERAL  OPINIONS 


27  8  -  BURNT  LODGE/SAGE  CREEK  R     ■ 

I 


Dec is ion- related 

MS0-9/E        Area  should  be  studied  for  its  ability  to  enhance 

the  recreational,  scenic,  and  solitude  values  of 
the  Wild  and  Scenic  River  and  the  Charles  M. 
Russell  Game  Range. 


I 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
t 
I 
I 
1 
I 
I 
I 
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279    -    UPPER   BEAUCHAMP 


t 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-related 


MS0-9/E        Area  should  be  studied  for  its  ability  to  enhance 

the  recreational,  scenic,  and  solitude  values  of 
i^  the  Wild  and  Scenic  River  and  the  Charles  M. 

Russell  Game  Range. 


c 


MSO-66/E       Area  must  be  considered  for  its  wilderness  value 

because  it  has  wilderness  characteristics: 
naturalness ,  unconf ined  and  primitive  recreation 
and  outstanding  opportunities  for  solitude,  as 
set  forth  by  the  19  64  Wilderness  Act. 


w 


J 


I 
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280  -  DRY  FORK  CREEK 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-relate(3 


MSO-009/E 


MSO-100/E      Based  on  my  strong  belief  that  past  overgrazing 

and  off-site  intrusions  should  not  be  controlling 
factors  I  reconimend  that  this  unit  be  added  to 
the  intensive  inventory. 


MSO-094/E* 


MSO-065/I      The  Board  of  Directors  of  the  Big  Flat  Electric 

Cooperative,  Inc.,  go  on  record  as  opposing  con- 
sideration of  Area  280  as  intensive  wilderness 
inventory  study  area,  and  consider  the  multiple 
use  management  method  best  of  all  interests. 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 
Utility  Rights  of  Way 

MSO-065/I      Power  lines  upon  or  across  portions  of  this  area. 

These  lines  require  motorized  access  for  mainten- 
ance at  all  times  of  the  year. 


I 
I 
I 


MSO-052/C**     I  am  requesting  that  you  please  also  include  in 

your  proposal  for  intensive  inventory  (Area  2  80)  m 
which  I  feel  was  erroneously  recommended  as  non-  M 
wilderness. 


Should  be  studied  for  its  ability  to  enhance  the      <J 
recreational,  scenic,  and  solitude  values  of         " 
the  Wild  and  Scenic  River  and  the  Charles  M. 
Russell  Game  Range. 


I 


MSO-099/E  A  number  of  units  in  this  area  were  not  recom- 
mended for  further  inventory,  a  position  basically  m 
endorsed  by  the  Wilderness  Institute.  However  S 
some  of  our  members  felt  they  should  remain  in 
the  process  through  the  intensive  inventory  stage.  _ 
The  conditions  of  past  overgrazing  and  out  of  I 
unit  sight  and  sound  intrusions  should  not  be  " 
heavily  weighed  in  your  evaluations.  They  are 
conditions  that  can  be  mitigated. 


I 
I 


Insufficient  documentation  has  been  provided         ■ 
to  drop  this  area  at  this  stage  of  the  review.        " 

I 


I 
I 
I 
I 
I 


347 


y  280    -    DRY   FORK   CREEK 

L 

^  WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 

Other 

MSO-10  3/C      Enormously  valuable  as  complementary  extensions 

of  the  wild  and  scenic  river. 

MSO-086/C      Areas  that  I  feel  should  be  added  to  your 
I  Intensive  inventory  list.   I  feel  they  have  strong 

1  wilderness  characteristics. 

MSO-066/E      Must  be  reconsidered  for  their  wilderness  value 

because  they  do  have  wilderness  characteristics: 
naturalness,  unconfined  and  primitive  recreation 
and  outstanding  opportunities  for  solitude,  as 
set  forth  by  the  1964  Wilderness  Act. 


t 


mm 


I 


34i 

1  1 
1 

2  81  -  GAREY  COULEE                            NR 

I 

GENERAL  OPINIONS 

■ 

Decision-related 

MS0-9/E        Area  should  be  studied  for  its  ability  to  enhance 

the  recreational,  scenic,  and  solitude  values  of 
the  Wild  and  Scenic  River  and  the  Charles  M. 
Russell  Game  Range. 

^m 

OT 

1 

t 

H 

1^  ' 

1 

1 

■   i 
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2  82    -    THIRD    CREEK  j^ 


c 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


r-      Decision-related 

1VISO-009/E      Should  be  studied  for  its  ability  to  enhance 

the  recreational,  scenic,  and  solitude  values 
of  the  Wild  and  Scenic  River  and  the  Charles 
M.  Russell  Game  Range. 

,       MSO-036/C      I  think  this  plan  (of  wilderness  for  this  area) 
m  is  very  unpractical. 


I 


'iae 


M 


MSO-065/I      The  Board  of  Directors  of  the  Big  Flat  Electric 

Cooperative,  Inc.,  go  on  record  as  opposing 
consideration. . .of  Area  282  as  intensive  wilder- 
ness inventory  study  area,  but  that  it  remain 
under  the  multiple  use  management. 

MS.O-018/C**    Should  be  excluded  from  any  wilderness  classi- 
fication until  (oil)  potential  can  be  explored. 
Should  oil  be  found  here  the  value  to  the  public 
and  the  nation  would  be  much  greater  than  any 
wilderness  could  ever  be,   I  hold  oil  and  gas 
leases  on  some  of  this  land,  and  I  urge  that  this 
potential  be  given  serious  consideration  in  your 
evaluation. 

MSO-037/C      The  present  nonrenewable  fossil  energy  shortage 

and  a  bleak  future,  the  numbers  of  people  visiting 
these  remote  areas  for  recreation  or  for  their 
aesthetic  values  will  decline,  hence  the  area 
does  not  need  wilderness  status. 

L-025/RI       We  would  like  to  be  on  record  as  being  against 

are  #283... With  the  policies  of  the  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Service  governing  no  driving  on  the 
Charles  M.  Russell  Game  Range,  and  their  two 
new  wilderness  areas,  we  have  had  a  terrible 
increase  in  hunting  pressure.   Any  further 
wilderness  areas  would  make  the  hunting  and 
recreation  activity  on  deeded  land  increase  to 
where  posting  would  be  necessary,  putting  hard- 
ship on  both  the  landowner  and  hunter. 

L-031/RI       Designating  this  area  as  wilderness  would  sharply 

decrease  the  activity  of  the  general  public  on 
the  land. .. .We  are  not  in  favor  of  Third  Creek... 
being  designated  a  wilderness  area.   A  wilderness 
designation  for  this  area  would  effectively  bar 
our  senior  citizens  or  handicapped  persons  from 
enjoying  the  fishing  at  P.R.  20  or  King  Reservoirs^ 
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282  -  THIRD  CREEK 


GENERAL  OPINIONS  (CONT.) 

Decision-related  (cont.) 

L-031/RI       which  are  two  of  the  more  popular  fishing  spots 
(Cont.)        in  the  county.   It  would  amount  to  discrimination 
against  anyone  who  was  not  physically  fit  and 
robust  enough  to  walk  or  ride  horseback  to  get 
there.   Many  of  the  people  who  have  lived  in  this 
county  for  many  years  and  are  now  retired  enjoy 
going  fishing,  but  they  must  be  able  to  take  a 
vehicle  to  the  reservoir  or  they  simply  can't 
get  there. 


PRIVATE  LAND 

MSO-101/I**    Wilderness  areas  should  not  include  state  or 

fee  lands.   (i.e.  this  area) 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 


fences,  and  res ervoirs 


I 
I 
I 
I 


I 
I 
I 
I 


Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways  H 

MSO-0  33/C      Two  roads  in  the  area  which  are  not  Con  your 

maps) .   To  deny  access  to  these  would  be  denying      ■ 
access  to  care  for  cattle  in  the  area,  to  repair      • 

I 


MSO-037/C      The  road  crossing  P.R.  20  then  SE  northwesterly 

to  near  the  SW  corner  of  Sec.  36,  T24N,  R30E, 
bisects  the  Third  Creek  Unit  #282.  This  road_  — 
had  been  used  since  homestead  days  and  was  main-  ■ 
tained  some  10-15  years  ago.... Road  NW  of  PR  20  " 
near  the  SW  corner  of  Sec.  36,  T24N,  R30E,  and 
goes  generally  westerly  to  a  point  near  the  SW  ■ 
corner  of  Sec.  34,  T24N,  R30E.  This  road  is  main-  ■ 
tained  annually  and  provides  a  short  passage 
between  two  units  of  the  E  &  K  ranches. 


I 


L-0  31/RI  A  maze  of  mechanically-maintained  and  heavily- 
used  roads.  These  roads  provide  contact  between  _ 
ranch  units  and  they  are  also  used  extensively  ■ 
by  hunters  and  fishermen. 

MSO-036/C      Two  roads  that  have  been  maintained  and  are  in       M 

constant  use.   They  are  used  to  connect  two  units     W 
of  a  ranch  and  to  check  livestock,  fences,  and 
water  holes. 


I 


^^ 
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282  -  THIRD  CREEK 

PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS  (CONT.) 

'i^  Utility  Rights  of  Way 

P       MSO-065/I      Power  lines  upon  or  across  portions  of  this 

area.   These  lines  require  motorized  access 
for  maintenance  at  all  times  of  the  year. 

Ifeservoirs  and  Stock  Watering  Devices 

L-031/RI       Reservoirs. 

Fixed  Site  Facilities 

L-031/RI       Corrals. 

Minerals 

MSO-037/C      An  oil  well  test  was  drilled  in  Sec.  4,  T23N, 

R30E  some  10-15  years  ago, 

MSO-018/C**    The  eastern  half  of  T23N,  R29E  and  the  western 

half  of  T23N,  R30E  have  excellent  potential 

for  oil  production Five  oil  and  gas  tests  have 

been  drilled  in  these  two  townships,  as  well  as 
additional  tests  in  the  surrounding  townships .... 
Previous  tests  had  significant  shows  of  oil, 
and  detailed  photogeologic  studies  indicate 
that  they  are  very  near  a  potential  trap  area. 

Grazing 

MSO-0  36/C      This  land  produces  grasses  and  forbes  that  will 

renew  themselves  every  year  but  only  through  the 
multiple  use  program  can  these  proteins  be  har- 
vested for  human  benefit  through  cattle  and  the 
meat  they  provide. 


E 


^Q 


EMSO-037/C      All  the  varied  interests  in  the  public  lands 
can  best  be  served  by  multiple  use  management. 
The  demand  by  the  world  population  for  food 
T'  will  require  all  land  to  be  used  for  food 

^  production.   Multiple  use  management  provides 

for  harvesting  the  protein  of  the  renewable 
resources,  the  grasses  and  forbes  for  human 
food.   In  this  area  livestock  grazing  is  the 
'*  only  practical  method  of  harvesting  this 

food  resource. 

!■       MSO-Q33/C      Grasses  and  forbes  in  the  area  are  renewable 

resources  which  are  used  to  the  best  advantage 
by  the  multiple  use  program. 


E 


3.      , 

I 

I 

I 

L-031/RI       This  area  is  poorly  fit  for  wilderness  due  to 

its  lack  of  solitude ... .For  the  seeker  of  ^ 

solitude,  this  unit  offers  very  little....  I 

There  is  no  part  of  the  area  which  is  out  of 
sight  or  sound  of  roads,  fences,  building,  or 
other  man-made  objects,  or  human  activity. 


282  -  THIRD  CREEK 


WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 


Opportunities  for  Solitude 


Supplemental 


I 
I 


L-031/RI       Rolling  hills  would  provide  little  to  a  hiker 

or  horseback  rider  to  see.   It  would  be  diffi- 
cult to  stay  out  of  visual  contact  with  farm         _ 
buildings  or  man-made  marks  on  the  land. ...  ■ 

This  unit  offers  very  little  beautiful  scenery 
...The  vegetation  is  not  particularly  attractive. 


I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

I 

I 

I 
I 


I 


1 
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2  83  -  DOG  CREEK  NR 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 

Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 

L-25/RI        Road  to  private  land. . . .maintained  road  used  by 

E  &  K  Ranches  from  ranch  headquarters  to  960 
acres  of  strip  farming. 

Utility  Rights  of  Way 

L-25/RI        Powerline. 

Reservoirs  and  Stock  Watering  Devices 

L-25/RI        Large  reservoir  with  a  winter  watering  system. 

Fixed  Site  Facilities 

L-25/RI       .  900-feet-deep  well  that  demands  day-by-day  main- 
tenance in  the  months  of  December  and  January. 

WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 

Opportunities  for  Solitude 

L-25/RI        We  feel  that  the  sight  of  farm  land — tractors, 

etc.,  working  devaluated  this  area  as  a  wilder- 
ness area. 
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284  -  COAL  MINE  COULEE  NR 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 


Utility  Rights  of  Way 


MSO-65/I       Power  lines  upon  or  across  portions  of  this  area. 

These  lines  require  motorized  access  for  mainten- 
ance at  all  times  of  the  year. 


I 
I 
I 


Decision-related  I 

MSO-065/I      The  Board  of  Directors  of  the  Big  Flat  Electric 

Cooperative,  Inc.  go  on  record  as  opposing  con-      m 
sideration  of  Area  2  84  as  intensive  wilderness      J 
inventory  study  area, — and  consider  multiple  use 
management. . .best  for  all  interests.  _ 

I 

ml 


I 
I 
I 


I 
I 


8 

I 
I 
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285    -    GROUSE    GULCH  nR 


I 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 


Fixed  Site  Facilities 


I 


MS0-6/G        We  have  snow  courses  and  a  precipitation  gauge  in 

the  Little  Rocky  Mountains  near  this  area.   It 
appears  that  the  snow  measuring  sites  may  be 
outside  the  proposed  areas. 

Minerals 

MSO-101/I**    There  is  additional  mineral  resource  potential  in 

this  area.   Surveys  already  carried  out  have  noted 
the  occurrences  of  valuable  minerals  in  this  area., 
gold. 


Iwr 


I 
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PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 


286  -  LITTLE  ROCKIES  R    J 

I 


Fixed  Site  Facilities 


Minerals 

MSO-101/I**    There  is  additional  mineral  resource  potential 

in  this  area.   Surveys  already  carried  out  have 
noted  the  occurrences  of  valuable  minerals  in 
this  area. .. .gold,  silver,  lead. 


WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 


Naturalness 

B-052/E        Opportunities  for  solitude. 

Supplemental 

B-052/E        Offers  outstanding  scenery. 


I 


MS0-6/G        We  have  snow  courses  and  a  precipitation  gauge 

in  the  Little  Rocky  Mountains  near  this  area.  |h 
It  appears  that  the  snow  measuring  sites  may  be  I 
outside  the  proposed  areas. 


I 
I 


I 
I 
I 


I 

I 
I 


I 
I 
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2  87  -  CAMP  CREEK  NR 


1, 


W    PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 
Minerals 

**      MSO-101/I**    There  is  additional  mineral  resource  potential 

in  this  area.   Surveys  already  carried  out  have 
noted  the  occurrences  of  valuable  minerals  in 

^  this  area... gold,  silver,  copper,  lead. 


E 


iasi 
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2  90  -  FLAT  CREEK  r 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 

Decision-related 

MSO-86/C       ...Add  to  your  intensive  inventory  list. 

I  feel  they  have  strong  wilderness  charac- 
teristics. 

MSO-52/C**     I  am  requesting  that  you  please  also  include 

in  your  proposal  for  intensive  inventory  (Area 
290)  which  I  feel  was  erroneously  recommended  as 
non-wilderness . 


MSO-066/E      Must  be  considered  for  . . . (its) . . .wilderness 

value  because. .. (it  has) .. .wilderness  charac- 
teristics:  naturalness,  unconfined  and  primi- 
tive recreation  and  outstanding  opportunities 
for  solitude,  as  set  forth  by  the  1964  Wilder- 
ness Act. 

MSO-094/E*     Insufficient  documentation  has  been  provided  to 

drop  this  area  at  this  stage  of  the  review. 

MSO-099/E      A  number  of  units  in  this  area  were  not  recom- 
mended for  further  inventory,  a  position  basic- 
ally endorsed  by  the  Wilderness  Institute. 
However  some  of  our  members  felt  they  should 
remain  in  the  process  through  the  intensive 
inventory  stage.   The  conditions  of  past  over- 
grazing and  out  of  unit  sight  and  sound  intru- 
sions should  not  be  heavily  weighed  in  your 
evaluations.   They  are  conditions  that  can  be 
mitigated. 


L-029/C        The  way  these  wilderness  areas  are  being  set  up, 

I'm  against  them.  I'm  for  preserving  game  but  I'm 
against  infringing  on  people  and  making  everything 
so  difficult. 


I 
I 

I 


MSO-100/E      Based  on  my  strong  belief  that  past  overgrazing 

and  off-site  intrusions  should  not  be  controlling 

factors  I  recommend  that  this  unit  be  added  to 

the  intensive  inventory.  ■ 


I 
I 
I 

I 


I 
I 


MSO-065/I      The  Board  of  Directors  of  the  Big  Flat  Electric 

Cooperative,  Inc.,  go  on  record  as  opposing 
consideration  of  Area  290  as  intensive  wilderness 
inventory  study  area,  but  that  it  remain  under       m^ 
the  multiple  use  management.  fl 


I 
I 
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290  -  FLAT  CREEK 


GENERAL  OPINIONS  (CONT.) 


Other 


L-038/C 


E 


L-029/C 


I 


MSO-103/C 


This  area  is  very  appropriately  named  as  it  is 
flat  and  void  of  any  winter  protection  of  any 
kind.   Wildlife  depends  on  the  adjoining  ranches 
for  winter  cover.   Not  one  single  tree  or  bush 
is  in  this  area  west  of  the  Sun  Prairie  road. 
....Government  regulations  of  public  lands  is 
fine,  but  more  wilderness  area  is  not  only  in- 
convenient to  the  public  but  is  dangerous  as 
the  natural  resources  such  as  oil,  timber,  and 
minerals  are  being  withheld  from  the  good  of  our 
nation. 

Every  time  a  wilderness  goes  in  like  Cmr  it  puts 
more  hunting  pressure  on  the  ranchers .  .None  of 
them  will  walk  nowadays.   We  have  more  hunters 
than  we  hever  had  in  past  years.... Who  can  afford 
to  come  to  this  area  and  hunt  on  foot?   This  is 
a  big  area  and  it  takes  time  to  hunt  on  foot. 
Time  takes  money  and  who  has  that  type  of  money 
now  with  prices  of  food,  gas,  taxes,  etc.  the 
way  they  are.   Just  the  rich  can  afford  this 
type  of  hunting — and  90%  of  them  are  too  old 
to  walk  very  far  besides  trying  to  pack  game 
out  too. .. .Fencing  on  foot  according  to  wilder- 
ness regulations  or  repairing  them  would  be 
quite  inconvenient  for  most  ranchers. 

Enormously  valuable  as  complementary  extensions 
of  the  wild  and  scenic  river. 


Q 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 


Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 


b 


L-029/C 


L-029/C 


Maintained  roads  in  this  pasture  of  ours  under 
our  BLM  rotating  system.   We  use  them  to  get 
to  our  holding  pasture  and  the  hunters  use  them 
way  more  than  we  do . 

We  use  the  roads  around  our  fences  (for  main- 
tenance) ... 
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290    -    FLAT    CREEK 


I 
I 

P H Y S I CAL  DEVELOPMENT S  (CONT.) 

Utility  Rights  of  Way  I 


MSO-065/I      Power  lines  upon  or  across  portions  of  this 

area.   These  lines  require  motorized  access 
for  maintenance  at  all  times  of  the  year. 

Grazing 

L-029/C        We  have  all  our  grazing  permits  in  #290  and 

ijfe  eventually  would  be  forced  out  the  same  ^ 

as  CMR  is  doing  allotments.  I 


I 


W) 


I 
I 
I 


I 
I 
I 

I 
I 
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291  -  WHITE  ROCK  COULEE 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 
Decision-related 

MSO-100/E      Based  on  my  strong  belief  that  past  overgrazing 

and  off-site  intrusions  should  not  be  a  control- 
ing  factor  I  recommend  that  this  unit  be  added 
to  the  intensive  inventory. 

MSO-66/E       Must  be  reconsidered  for  wilderness  values  be- 
cause it  has  wilderness  characteristics:   nat- 
uralness, unconfined  and  primitive  recreation 
and  outstanding  opportunities  for  solitude,  as 
set  forth  by  the  1964  Wilderness  Act. 

_     MSO-86/C       ...Add  to  your  intensive  inventory  list.   I  feel 

...(area  has).,,  strong  wilderness  characteristics. 

MSO-52/C**     I  am  requesting  that  you  please  also  include 

in  your  proposal  for  intensive  inventory  (Area 
Lj  290)  which  I  feel  was  erroneously  recommended 

"  as  non-wilderness. 

I      MSO-065/I      The  Board  of  Directors  of  the  Big  Flat  Electric 
U  Cooperative,  Inc.,  go  on  record  as  opposing 

consideration  of  Area  291  as  intensive  wilderness 

Exnventory  study  area,  but  that  it  remain  under 
multiple  use  management. 

MSO-99/E       A  number  of  units  in  this  area  were  not  recom- 
I  mended  for  further  inventory,  a  position  basically 

"  endorsed  by  the  Wilderness  Institute.   However 

some  of  our  members  felt  they  should  remain  in 
,  the  process  through  the  intensive  inventory 

b  stage.   The  conditions  of  past  overgrazing  and 

out  of  unit  sight  and  sound  intrusions  should 
not  be  heavily  weighed  in  you  evaluations.   They 
■^  are  conditions  that  can  be  mitigated. 

Other 

p^    

W    MSO-103/C      Enormously  valuable  as  complementary  extensions 

of  the  wild  and  scenic  river. 

^    MSO-94/E*      Insufficient  documentation  has  been  provided 

to  drop  this  area  at  this  stage  of  the  review. 

b 


I 
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291  -  WHITE  ROCK  COULEE 

PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 

Utility  Rights  of  Way 

MSO-0  65/I      Power  lines  upon  or  across  portions  of  this 

area.   These  lines  require  motorized  access 
for  maintenance  at  all  times  of  the  year. 

WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 

Opportunities  for  Primitive  Recreation 

MSO-101/I**    It  is  our  opinion  that  the  majority  of  the 

proposed  study  areas  fail  to  meet  these  criteria. 
In  particular,  the  following  areas  are  situated 
largely  in  areas  totally  lacking  any  striking 
or  superior  recreational  opportunities. 


I 


1' 


f^ 


I 


I 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
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L,  296  -  RUDOLPH  COULEE  NR 

c 

■■   WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 

Opportunities  for  Primitive  Recreation 

ha 

MSO-101/I**    Area  totally  lacks  any  striking  or  superior 
f  recreational  opportunities. 


G 


C 
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2  97  -  BEAVER  CREEK 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 

Decision-related 

MSO-088/C      Please  reconsider  and  include  for  Intensive 

Inventory . 


MSO-065/I      The  Board  of  Directors  of  the  Big  Flat  Electric 

Cooperative,  Inc.,  go  on  record  as  opposing 
consideration  of  Area  297  as  intensive  wilder- 
ness inventory  study  area,  but  that  it  remain 
under  the  multiple  use  management. 


I 


I 
I 


MSO-050/C      I  would  urge  that  reconsideration  be  made  of 

the  Beaver  Creek  (#297)  Area  which  was  recom- 
mended for,  but  not  included  in  the  Intensive 
Inventory ... .Please  add  this  area  to  those 
being  scrutinized  closely.   It  deserves  long-        ■ 
t-oT-m  n-rntP-rtion  at  best  and  consideration  at         ■ 


1 


term,  protection  at  best  and  consideration  at 
least. 

MSO-052/C**     I  am  requesting  that  you  please  also  include 

in  your  proposal  for  intensive  inventory  (Area 
297)  which  I  feel  was  erroneously  recommended  as 
non-wilderness . 

MSO-086/C       .  .  .add  to  your  intensive  inventory  list.   I 

feel  the_y  have  strong  wilderness  .characteristics. 

MSO-100/E      Based  on  my  strong  belief  that  past  overgrazing 

and  off-site  intrusions  should  not  be  controlling 
factors  I  recommend  that  this  unit  be  added  to       ^J 
the  intensive  inventory. 

MSO-094/E*     Insufficient  documentation  has  been  provided  to      ■ 

drop  this  area  at  this  stage  of  the  review.         " 


3 


MSO-099/E      A  number  of  units  in  this  area  were  not  recom- 
mended for  further  inventory,  a  position  basic- 
ally endorsed  by  the  Wilderness  Institute. 
However  some  of  our  members  felt  they  should 
remain  in  ,the  process  through  the  intensive  in- 
ventory stage.   The  conditions  of  past  overgraz- 
ing and  out  of  unit  sight  and  sound  intrusions       -j 
should  not  be  heavily  weighted  in  your  evaluations,  m 
They  are  conditions  that  can  be  mitigated. 


^ 


I 

L-0  39/R        In  my  opinion  this  unit  should  not  become  Wild-  _ 

erness  Area.   As  a  second-generation  farmer-  ■ 

rancher  in  the  area  utilizing  these  lands  for  " 
a  portion  of  my  livelihood,  I  urge  that  full 

consideration  be  given  the  human  elements  « 

involved  and  that  a  negative  ruling  be  made  • 


[ 


I 

E 
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297    -    BEAVER   CREEK 

GENERAL  OPINIONS  (CONT.) 

Decision-related  (Cont.) 

L-039/R        on  wilderness ... .The  area  separates  two  farming 
CCont.)        communities,  one  to  the  east  and  one  to  the 
west,  and  numerous  roads  and  trails  connect 
the  two  communities  through  the  two  crossings 
of  Beaver  Creek.... Any  action  that  would  re- 
strict passage  between  the  communities  would 
cause  great  inconvenience  and  expense.... 

Other 

MSO-10  3/C      Enormously  valuable  as  complementary  extensions 

of  the  wild  and  scenic  river. 

L-045/C        This  area  is  better  left  in  multiple  use  due 

to  the  road,  power  line  and  telephone  line. 

SIZE-  and/or  BOUNDARY-RELATED  COMMENTS 

L-039/R        The  "gerry  mandered"  boundary  of  the  unit  points 

out  another  reason  that  wilderness  classification 
would  be  unworkable. 

PRIVATE  LAND 

L-0  39/R        Access  to  much  of  the  privately  owned  lands  bor- 
dering the  unit  is  practical  only  through  govern- 
Ument  lands.   Any  attempt  to  restrict  passage 
would  cause  great  economic  hardship  to  those 
people  bordering  the  unit. 

PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 

I      Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 

L-045/C        Road  crosses  the  middle  of  this  so  called 
P  wilderness  area. 

Utility  Rights  of  Way 

^     MSO-065/I      Power  lines  upon  or  across  portions  of  this  area. 

These  lines  require  motorized  access  for  mainten- 
ance at  all  times  of  the  year. 

Minerals 

L-039/R        Oil  leases  have  been  maintained  on  much  of  the 

land  in  the  area  indicating  a  potential  for  oil 


E 

E 


I 
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29  7  -  BEAVER  CFEEK 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS  (CONT.) 


Minerals  (Cont.) 

L-0  39/R        or  gas  development  that  should  not  be  held  back. 
(Cont.) 


WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 

Opportunities  for  Primitive  Recreation 

MSO-050/C      The  extensive  experience  that  I  have  had 

hiking  here  has  given  me  a  regeneration  of 
the  wilderness  spirit  equal  to  or  greater 
than  other  areas  that  were  included. 


I 
I 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
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29  8  -  FOURTH  CREEK 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 

Decision-related 

L-033/RI       Unit  MT-065-298  under  intensive  study  for  pro- 
posed wilderness  area  should  not  be  recommended 
for  further  study  and  should  be  eliminated  as  a 
possible  wilderness  area.   We  highly  oppose  this 
tract  and  others  in  this  area  becoming  wilderness 
areas  because  it  would  restrict  it's  use  for 
recreation,  energy  development,  agricultural  use 
and  create  a  detrimental  and  economical  impact 
on  the  area.... Also  myself  and  99.9%  of  the  people 
in  this  area  are  opposed  to  it  because  it  would 
restrict  the  use  of  this  land  not  only  for  live- 
stock production  but  for  outdoor  recreation  and 
hunting  that  is  being  enjoyed  in  this  area  at 
present.   Non-use  of  vehicles  would  eliminate  the 
elderly,  handicapped  and  youth  from,  using  this 
area. 

L-036/C        Part  of  the  proposed  wilderness  are  MT-065-298  is 

in  my  pasture  and  I  am  very  much  against  this 
proposal....!  don't  feel  this  is  wilderness  and 
am  against  it  becoming  that.... By  making  this  a 
wilderness  area  you  will  reduce  the  wildlife. 
Forty  years  ago  there  weren't  any  deer  or  antelope 
in  this  area  and  only  when  people  built  reservoirs 
and  reduced  predators  did  we  have  any  big  game. 
If  you  stop  hunting  and  trapping  coyotes  by 
vehicles  and  don't  maintain  the  reservoirs  the 
hunting  v/ill  become  poor  again.   Vehicles  are 
needed  to  maintain  dams  and  fences,  to  transport 
and  check  cattle  and  to  hunt  and  trap  coyotes. 

SIZE-  and/or  BOUNDARY- RELATED  COMI^IENTS 

L-033/RI       Configuration  of  this  tract  is  not  especially 

well  qualified  because  it  is  as  narrow  as  h   m.ile 
in  one  location. .. .Not  well  situated  to  tie  in 
with  other  proposed  wilderness  tracts ... .Boundaries 
of  this  tract  are  either  deeded  lands  or  a  county 
road  thus  eliminating  it's  future  expansion  and 
creating  access  problems  other  than  from  the  county 
road. 
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29  8  -  FOURTH 

CREEK 

PRIVATE  LAND 

m 

L-033/RI 

Deeded  lands.... If  this  should  become  a  wilderness 

area  we  would  need  and  request  an  access  right-of- 

way  of  over  3  miles  paralleling  our  a.m. p.  fence 

so  we  could  have  access  to  deeded  lands  and  a 

line  camp. 

PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 

1 

Roads  and 

Vehicular  Ways 

1 

L-0  33/RI 

Contains  approximately  5  miles  of  road  in  our 

allotment  alone  that  have  been  periodically 

mechanically  bladed  and  maintained. .. .Roads 

■1 

that  are  needed  for  access  and  our  4th  Creek 

line  camp.   Roads  are  used  by  hunters  in  the 

fall. 

L-036/C 

This  area  has  roads  made  with  an  angle  dozer. 

Fences 

1 

L-033/RI 

Contains  numerous  rancher  boundary  and  cross 

fences  thus  displaying  the  presence  of  man-made 

■  > 

improvements . 

Reservoirs 

and  Stock  Watering  Devices 

L-033/RI 

Many  man-made  reservoirs . 

^m 

Fixed  Site 

Facilities 

m    ' 

1  i 

L-036/C 

Contains  dams  I  have  built. 

Minerals 

^M 

L-0  33/RI 

Exploratory  well  has  been  drilled  on  this  tract 

during  the  last  year ... .Close  proximity  of  an 

existing  gas  field;  will  no  donbt  bring  explora- 

tory drilling. 

Grazing 

L-033/RI 

I  presently  have  grazing  rights  in  the  proposed 

wilderness  area  MT-065-298. 

L-036/C 

This  area  is  not  wilderness  but  is  range  land  we 

■ 

have  fences,  maintained,  and  developed. 

™ 
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298  -  FOURTH  CREEK 


WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 


Naturalness 

L-036/C        Old  fire  guards.. 

L-0  33/RI       Remnants  and  scars  of  old  dozer  roads. 

Opportunities  for  Solitude 

L-0  33/RI       Since  it  borders  farmland  its  solitude  and  absence 

of  noise  is  poor. 

Other 

L-033/RI       Appears  to  contain  few  or  no  features  of  scienti- 
fic, educational,  scenic  or  historical  value. 
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299  -  ASSINIBOINE  CREEK  NR 


SIZE-  AND/OR  BOUNDARY- RELATED  COMMENTS 

MSO-101/I**    This  area  is  one  which  either  diplays  unaccept- 
able irregular  outlines  or  is  too  small  to  comply 
with  the  intent  of  Congress. 


wi 


I 
I 


I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

i 
I 


37/ 


30  0  -  HORSE  CAMP  COULEE  NR 


c 


SIZE  AND/OR  BOUNDARY  RELATED  COMMENTS 

MSO-101/I**    This  area  is  one  which  either  displays  unaccept- 
able irregular  outlines  or  is  too  small  to  comply 
with  the  intent  of  Congress. 


I 
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303  -  BLACK  COULEE 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-related 


MS0-14/I       It  is. . .recoiranended  that  Area  303  be  deleted  from 

your  initial  inventory  and  receive  no  further 
wilderness  consideration. 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 

Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 

MS0-14/I       A  road  runs  between  the  boundary  of  areas  303  and 

304. 

Minerals 

MS0-14/I       Most,  if  not  all,  of  the  area  is  currently  covered 

by  oil  and  gas  leases.   Good  shows  of  gas  have 
been  encountered  in  some  of  the  dry  holes.... 
This  area  of  northern  Montana,  covering  portions 
of  T32N-37N,  R23-39E  has  good  natural  gas  potential 
Additional  accumulations  of  oil  or  gas  will 
probably  be  found  throughout  the  area.   It  will 
take  time  to  get  accomplished,  and  the  leases 
must  be  available  if  these  future  reserves  are 
to  be  found. 


n 
I 
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ju  304    -   Lamere   Coulee  R 


p"' 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-related 


MSO-014/I      It  is. . .recommended  that  Area  #304  be  deleted 

from  your  initial  inventory  and  receive  no 
further  wilderness  consideration. 

L-052/C        We  are  writing   to  protest  making  Lamere  Coulee 

into  a  wilderness  area  because  it  will  cause  a 
great  hardship  on  the  land  renters  that  have 
taken  care  of  the  land  for  years.   We  need  to 
take  a  pickup  or  some  vehicle  to  take  fence  posts, 
wire  and  other  materials  for  keeping  up  the  land. 
We  also  need  to  have  vehicles  for  branding  which 
we  do  there.   If  you  do  go  ahead  with  this  program, 
we  would  request  for  special  permits  to  go  in  these 
with  pickups. 

SIZE-  and/or  BOUNDARY- RELATED  COMMENTS 

MSO-009/E      Large  enough  to  warrant  study  of  wilderness 

potential . 

PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 

Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 

MSO-014/I      A  road  runs  between  the  boundary  of  areas  303 

and  304. 

Minerals 

MSO-014/I      Most,  if  not  all,  of  the  area  is  currently  covered 

by  oil  and  gas  leases.   Good  shows  of  gas  have 
been  encountered  in  some  of  the  dry  holes.... 
^  This  area  of  northern  Montana,  covering  portions 

i^  of  T32N-37N,_R23-29E  has  good  natural  gas  poten- 

tial.  Additional  accumulations  of  oil  or  gas 
will  probably  be  found  throughout  the  area.   It 
will  take  time  to  get  accomplished,  and  the  leases 
U  must  be  available  if  these  future  reserves  are 

to  be  found. 


t 


■i^ 


E 


374 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 


Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 


306  -  GARLAND  CREEK  NR    fl 

i 


MSO-101/I**    The  fact  that  these  roads  extend  through  and 

across  these  areas  suggests  that  they  play  a  ^ 

larger  role  in  rural  access  than  might  some  ■ 

isolated  dead-end  road.   Whether  or  not  main-         * 
tained  by  mechanical  means,  these  roads  may  be 
essential  to  the  maintenance  of  existing 
resource  uses.   They  are  incompatible  with  a 
meaningful  interpretation  of  what  is  meant  by 
wilderness. .. .Roads  passing  through  area  shown 
by  the  Montana  AMS  and  topographic  maps. 
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309  -  HORSESHOE  LAKE  NR 


i*   WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 

Opportunities  for  Primitive  Recreation 

MSO-101/I**    Area  totally  lacks  any  striking  or  superior 
:  recreational  opportunities. 


:!*' 
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313  -  NORTH  WOODY  ISLANDS 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision- related 


WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 

Opportunities  for  Primitive  Recreation 


I 

I 

I 
I 
t 


MSO-014/I      It  is. . .recommended  that  Area  #313  be  deleted  from 

your  initial  inventory  and  receive  no  further 
wilderness  consideration. 


SIZE-  and/or  BOUNDARY- RELATED  COMMENTS 

MSO-009/E      Large  enough  to  warrant  study  of  wilderness 

potential. 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 


Minerals  "■ 

MSO-014/I      ftost,  if  not  all,  of  the  area  is  currently  covered    M 

by  oil  and  gas  leases.   Good  shows  of  gas  have        " 
been  encountered  in  some  of  the  dry  holes. .. .This 
area  of  northern  Montana,  covering  portions  of 
T32N-37N,  R23-39E  has  good  natural  gas  potential. 
Additional  accumulations  of  oil  or  gas  will 
probably  be  found  throughout  the  area.   It  will       ^ 
take  time  to  get  accomplished,  and  the  leases         I 
must  be  available  if  these  future  reserves  are 
to  be  found. 

m 

I 

MSO-IOI/I**     It  is  our  opinion  that  the  majority  of  the  pro-       « 

posed  study  areas  fail  to  meet  these  criteria.        I 
In  particular,  the  following  areas  are  situated 
largely  in  areas  totally  lacking  any  striking  or 
superior  recreational  opportunities.  W 


I 


I 
I 
I 


377 


314  -  BORDER  NR 


WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 

Opportunities  for  Primitive  Recreation 

MSO-101/I**    Area  totally  lacks  any  striking  or  superior 

recreational  opportunities. 


t 


i 
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320  -  FRENCHMAN  CREEK  WEST  R 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-related 


MSO-014/I       It  is. . .recommended  that  Area  #320  be  deleted 

from  your  initial  inventory  and  receive  no  further 
wilderness  consideration. 

Other 

L-014/C        Lack  of  proper  fire  control  is  a  disaster  to  this 

fragile  land. 

SIZE-  and/or  BOUNDARY- RELATED  COMMENTS 

MSO-009/E      Large  enough  to  warrant  study  of  wilderness 

potential. 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 


Minerals 


WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 


Other 


MSO-014/I      Must  of  the  area... is  "badland  topography" 

located  on  the  Bearpaw  Shale  outcrop.   The 
wilderness  qualities  of  this  area  also  appear 
very  low. 


I 


1 


I 
] 
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I 
I 


MSO-014/I      Most,  if  not  all,  of  the  area  is  currently  covered 

by  oil  and  gas  leases.  Good  shows  of  gas  have 
been  encountered  in  some  of  the  dry  holes.... 
This  area  of  northern  Montana,  covering  portions 
of  T32N-37N,  R23-29E  has  good  natural  gas  poten-  ^ 
tial.  Additional  accumulations  of  oil  or  gas  ■ 
will  probably  be  found  throughout  the  area.  It  " 
will  take  time  to  get  accomplished,  and  the  leases 
must  be  available  if  these  future  reserves  are  to 
be  found . 
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323  -  SQUARE  CREEK 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-related 


MS0-9/E        Area  should  be  studied  for  its  ability  to  enhance 

the  recreational,  scenic,  and  solitude  values  of 
the  Wild  and  Scenic  River  and  the  Charles  M. 
Russell  Game  Range. 


c 


I 
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1 

325  -  WAGON  COULEE  CHARLES  RUSSELL                   R 

1 

GENERAL  OPINIONS 

1 

Decision-related 

— . 

MS0-9/E        Area  should  be  studied  for  its  ability  to  enhance 

the  recreational,  scenic,  and  solitude  values  of 
the  Wild  and  Scenic  River  and  the  Charles  M. 
Russell  Game  Range. 

1 
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32  6  -  CARPENTER  CREEK 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Dec  is  ion- re  la  ted 


MS0-9/E        Area  should  be  studied  for  its  ability  to  enhance 

the  recreational,  scenic,  and  solitude  values  of 
the  Wild  and  Scenic  River  and  the  Charles  M. 
Russell  Game  Range. 


L 

I 
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£ 
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32  8  -  DUCK  CREEK 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 
Decision-related 


i 

I 


1 

MS0-9/E        Area  should  be  studied  for  its  ability  to  enhance 

the  recreational,  scenic,  and  solitude  values  of  m 

the  Wild  and  Scenic  River  and  the  Charles  M.  I 

Russell  Game  Range.  ^ 


1 
I 


I 
I 
I 

ll 

t 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 


3S3 


329  -  GUMBO  PLATEAU  R 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-related 


MS0-9/E        Area  should  be  studied  for  its  ability  to  enhance 

the  recreational,  scenic,  and  solitude  values  of 
the  Wild  and  Scenic  River  and  the  Charles  M. 
Russell  Game  Range. 


c 


E 


3S4 


330  -  CARAVAN  R 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision- related 


MS0-9/E        Area  should  be  studied  for  its  ability  to  enhance 

the  recreational,  scenic,  and  solitude  values  of 
the  Wild  and  Scenic  River  and  the  Charles  M.  ^ 

Russell  Game  Range.  '**^ 
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^  331  -  SOUTH  FORK  WILLOW  CREEK  I 

r 

^   GENERAL  OPINIONS 

"      Decision-related 

MS0-9/E        Area  should  be  studied  for  its  ability  to  enhance 

the  recreational,  scenic,  and  solitude  values  of 
^  the  Wild  and  Scenic  River  and  the  Charles  M. 

Russell  Game  Range. 


m 


C 


3S6 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-related 


336  -  MARSH  HAWK  HILLS  .   R 

1 


MSO-43/C       I  would  like  to  request  that  this  area  be  returned 

to  the  wilderness  inventory  and/or  intensively 
studied  for  wilderness. 

MS0-9/E        Should  be  studied  for  its  ability  to  display  a 

climax  grass  ecosystem. 
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337  -  GRANT  COULEE  R 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-related 


c 


MSO-43/C       I  would  like  to  request  that  this  area  be  returned 

to  the  wilderness  inventory  and/or  intensively 
studied  for  wilderness. 

MS0-9/E        Large  enough  to  warrant  study  of  wilderness 

potential. 

PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 

Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 

L-47/I**       Two  roads  offer  good  access  from  Larb  Creek  Road 

to  the  east,  and  are  regularly  used  and  maintained 
by  hunters,  ranchers,  and  mining  interests.   There 
are  numerous  two-track  trails  leading  away  from 
these  roads  into  the  surrounding  area. 


c 


b 


I 


3Si 


338  -  PEARSON  COULEE 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-related 


MSO-43/C       I  would  like  to  request  that  this  area  be  returned 

to  the  wilderness  inventory  and/or  intensively 
studied  for  wilderness. 

MS0-9/E        Large  enough  to  warrant  study  of  wilderness 

potential. 


I 
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342  -  COYOTE  CREEK  R 


W   SIZE-  AND/OR  BOUNDARY- RELATED  COMMENTS 

""      MS0-9/E        Large  enough  to  warrant  study  of  wilderness 
:^  potential. 


c 
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34  3  -  MOSS  COULEE 

R 

SIZE-  AND/OR  BOUNDARY- RELATED  COI^MENTS 

H 

MS0-9/E        Large  enough  to  warrant  study  of  wilderness 

■potential. 
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352  -  ANTELOPE  CREEK  r- 


SIZE  AND/OR  BOUNDARY  RELATED  COMMENTS 

MS0-9/E        Large  enough  to  warrant  study  of  wilderness 

potential. 

PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 

MSO-101/I**    The  fact  that  these  roads  often  extend  through 

and  across  these  areas  suggests  that  they  play 
a  larger  role  in  rural  access  than  might  some 
isolated  dead-end  road.   Whether  or  not  maintained 
by  mechanical  means,  these  roads  may  be  essential 
to  the  maintenance  of  existing  resource  uses. 
They  are  incompatible  with  a  meaningful  interpre- 
tation of  what  is  meant  by  wilderness. .. .Roads 
passing  through  area  shown  by  the  Montana  AMS 
and  topographic  maps . 
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PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 


354  -  CANYON  CREEK  NR 

I 


Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 

MSO-101/I**    The  fact  that  these  roads  often  extend  through 

and  across  these  areas  suggests  that  they  play        m 
a  larger  role  in  rural  access  than  might  some         M 
isolated  dead-end  road.   Whether  or  not  maintained 
by  mechanical  means,  these  roads  may  be  essential 
to  the  maintenance  of  existing  resource  uses.         ■ 
They  are  incompatible  with  a  meaningful  inter-        ■ 
pretation  of  what  is  meant  by  wilderness. .. .Roads 
passing  through  area  shown  by  the  Montana  AMS  and 
topographic  maps . 
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355  -  ROCK  CREEK  jjj^ 

^,   PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 

^  Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 

MSO-101/I**     The  fact  that  these  roads  often  extend  through  and 
km-  across  these  areas  suggests  that  they  play  a  larger 

role  in  rural  access  than  might  some  isolated  dead- 
end road.   Whether  or  not  maintained  by  mechanical 
^  '        means,  thse  roads  may  be  essential  to  the  mainten- 

ance of  existing  resource  uses.   They  are  incom- 
patible with  a  meaningful  interpretation  of  what 
is  meant  by  wilderness. .. .Roads  passing  through 
area  shown  by  the  Montana  AMS  and  topographic 
maps . 


'mm 
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356  -  BITTER  CREEK 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 

Decision- related  '  '. 

MSO-0  09/E      Large  enough  to  warrant  study  of  wilderness 

potential. 

MSO-0  43/C      I  would  like  to  request  that  this  area  be  returned 

to  the  wilderness  inventory  and/or  intensively 
studied  for  wilderness. 

MSO-014/I       It  is. . .recommended  that  Area  #356  be  deleted  from 

your  initial  inventory  and  receive  no  further 
wilderness  consideration. 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 


Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 


Utility  Rights  of  Way 

MSO-014/I      The  BLM  map  shows  a  "Northern  Border  Pipeline," 

apparently  a  proposed  pipeline. 


I 
I 
I 


1 
t 


MSO-065/I      The  Board  of  Directors  of  the  Big  Plat  Electric        ^ 

Cooperative,  Inc.,  go  on  record  as  opposing  consi-     M 
deration  of  Area  356  as  intensive  wilderness 
inventory  study  area,  but  that  it  remain  under  the 
multiple  use  management. 


I 
I 


MSO-101/I**     The  fact  that  these  roads  often  extend  through  and     I 

across  these  areas  suggests  that  they  play  a  larger    * 
role  in  rural  access  than  might  some  isolated  dead- 
end road.   Whether  or  not  maintained  by  mechanical 
means,  these  roads  may  be  essential  to  the  main- 
tenance of  existing  resource  uses.   They  are  incom- 
patible with  a  meaningful  interpretation  of  what 
is  meant  by  wilderness ....  Roads  passing  through 
. . . (area  shown) . . .by  the  Montana  AMS  and  topogra- 
phic maps. 


9 

I 
I 
I 

MSO-065/I      Power  lines  upon  or  across  portions  of  this  area       m 

. . . .These  lines  require  motorized  access  for  main-     I 
tenance  at  all  tim.es  of  the  year. 

Minerals  ■ 

MSO-014/I      Most,  if  not  all,  of  the  area  is  currently  covered 

by  oil  and  gas  leases.   Good  shows  of  gas  have         S 
been  encountered  in  some  of  the  dry  holes.  B 
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356  -  BITTER  CREEK 

PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS  (CONT.) 
Minerals  (Cont.) 


MSO-0I4/I      This  area  of  northern  Montana,  covering  portions 

of  T32N-37N,  R23-39E  has  good  natural  gas  potential 
.  ... .Additional  accumulations  of  oil  or  gas  will 

*  probably  be  found  throughout  the  area.   It  will 

take  time  to  get  accomplished,  and  the  leases 
must  be  available  if  these  future  reserves  are  to 
W  be  found. 


z 


WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 
Supplemental 

MSO-014/I     .  Most  of  the  area... is  "badland  topography"  located 

on  the  Bearpaw  Shale  outcrop.   The  wilderness 
qualities  of  this  area  also  appear  very  low. 


E 


i 


357    -   WILLOW   CREEK 


396    sn 

I 

«    I 

1 
I 

MSO-04  3/C      I  would  like  to  request  that  this  area  be 

returned  to  the  wilderness  inventory  and/or 
intensively  studied  for  wilderness.  I 

MSO-014/I      It  is .. .recommended  that  Area  357  be  deleted 

from  your  initial  inventory  and  receive  no 
further  wilderness  consideration. 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-related 


MSO-0  09/E      Large  enough  to  warrant  study  of  wilderness 

potential. 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 


Minerals 

MS0-14/I       Most,  if  not  all,  of  the  area  is  currently 

covered  by  oil  and  gas  leases.   Good  shows 
of  gas  have  been  encountered  in  some  of  the 
dry  holes. 


WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 


Other 


MS0-14/I       Most  of  the  area... is  "badland  topography" 

located  on  the  Bearpaw  Shale  outcrop.   The 
wilderness  qualities  of  this  area  also  appear 
very  low. 


I 


SIZE-  AND/OR  BOUNDARY  COMMENTS  I 

1 


1 

Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 

MSO-014/I      Road  across  the  NW  portion  of  its  boundary.  I 


I 
I 


MSO-014/I      This  area  of  northern  Montana,  covering  ^ 

portions  of  T32N-37N,  R23-39E,  has  good  ■ 

natural  gas  potential.   Additional  accumu- 
lations  of  oil  or  gas  will  probably  be  found 
throughout  the  area.   It  will  take  time  to 
get  accomplished,  and  the  leases  must  be 
available  if  these  future  reserves  are  to  be 
found. 


I 
I 
I 
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358  -  CROW  CREEK 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-related 


c 


MS0-14/I       It  is. . .recommended  that  Area  #358  be  deleted 

from  your  initial  inventory  and  receive  no 
further  wilderness  consideration. 

MSO-065/I      The  Board  of  Directors  of  the  Big  Flat  Electric 

Cooperative,  Inc.,  go  on  record  as  opposing 
consideration  of  Area  358  as  intensive  wilder- 
ness inventory  study  area,  but  that  it  remain., 
under  the  multiple  use  management. 


C 


SIZE-  and/or   BOUNDARY- RELATED  COMMENTS 

MS0-9/E        Large  enough  to  warrant  study  of  wilderness 

potential. 

PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 

Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 

MS0-14/I       Road  on  the  NW  boundary. 

L-28/C         When  the  creek  is  up  I  have  to  use  the  road. 

Utility  Rights  of  Way 

MSO-0  65/I      Power  lines  upon  or  across  portions  of  this 
*  area.   These  lines  require  motorized  access 

for  maintenance  at  all  times  of  the  year. 

4m    Minerals 

MS0-14/I       This  area  of  northern  Montana,  covering  portions 
^  of  T32N-37N,  R23-39E  has  good  natural  gas  poten- 

tial. ,.  .Additional  accumulations  of  oil  or  gas 

—  will  probably  be  found  throughout  the  area.   It 

will  take  time  to  get  accomplished,  and  the  leases 

—  must  be  available  if  these  future  reserves  are 

to  be  found. 

ta    MS0-14/I       Most,  if  not  all,  of  the  area  is  currently 

covered  by  oil  and  gas  leases.   Good  shows  of 
gas  have  been  encountered  in  some  of  the  dry 

^  holes. 
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358  -  CROW  CREEK 

PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS  (CONT.) 
Minerals  (Cont.) 


located  on  the  Bearpaw  Shale  outcrop.   The 
wilderness  qualities  of  this  area  also  appear 
very  low. 


I 
I 


MS0-14/I       Most  of  the  area... is  "badland  topography"  ■ 

located  on  the  Bearoaw  Shale  outcron.   Thp>  • 
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359  -  FRENCHMAN  CREEK  EAST 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-related 


c 


r 
w 


MSO-094/E*     Insufficient  documentation  has  been  provided 

to  drop  this  area  at  this  stage  of  the  review, 

MSO-014/I      It  is. . .recommended  that  Area  359  be  deleted 

from  your  initial  inventory  and  receive  no 
further  wilderness  consideration. 


SIZE-  AND/OR  BOUNDARY-RELATED  COMMENTS 

MSO-009/E      Large  enough  to  warrant  study  of  wilderness 

potential. 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 

Minerals 

MSO-014/I      Most,  if  not  all,  of  the  area  is  currently 

covered  by  oil  and  gas  leases.   Good  shows 
of  gas  have  been  encountered  in  some  of  the 
dry  holes. .. .This  area  of  northern  Montana, 
covering  portions  of  T32N-37N,  R23-39E,  has 
good  natural  gas  potential.   Additional 
accumulations  of  oil  or  gas  will  probably  be 
found  throughout  the  area.   It  will  take  time 
to  get  accomplished,  and  the  leases  must  be 
available  if  these  future  reserves  are  to  be 
found. 

Grazing 

L-013/C        Full  management  on  all  livestock. 

Recreation 

L-013/C        Heavy  hunting. 


400 


359  -  FRENCHMAN  CREEK  EAST 


WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 


Naturalness 


L-014/C 


Other 


MSO-014/I 


One  lightning  caused  fire  not  fought  and  put 
out  will  cause  erosion  and  gulleys  in  a  couple 
of  years  that  will  be  irreparable.   Also  it 
will  mean  a  complete  loss  of  vegetation  and 
habitat  for  all  the  wildlife  dependent  on  it. 


Most  of  the  area... is  "badland  topography" 
located  on  the  Bearpaw  Shale  outcrop.   The 
wilderness  qualities  of  this  area  also  appear 
very  low. 
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y  36  0  -  EAST  FORK  CROW  CREEK  R 

r 

**    GENERAL  OPINIONS 

Decision-related 

MSO-094/E*      Insufficient  documentation  has  been  provided  to 

drop  this  area  at  this  stage  of  the  review. 

MS0-14/I       It  is. . .recommended  that  Area  360  be  deleted 

from  your  initial  inventory  and  receive  no 
further  wilderness  consideration. 


t 


t 


I 


SIZE-  AND/OR  BOUNDARY-RELATED  COMMENTS 

MSO-009/E      Large  enough  to  warrant  study  of  wilderness 

potential . 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 

Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 

MSO-014/I      Road  on  the  SE  boundary. 

Minerals 

MSO-014/I      Most,  if  not  all,  of  the  area  is  currently 

covered  by  oil  and  gas  leases.   Good  shows 
of  gas  have  been  encountered  in  some  of  the 
dry  holes. .. .This  area  of  northern  Montana, 
covering  portions  of  T32N-37N,  R23-39E,  has 
good  natural  gas  potential.   Additional 
accumulations  of  oil  or  gas  will  probably  be 
found  throughout  the  area.   It  will  take  time 
to  get  accomplished,  and  the  leases  must  be 
available  if  these  future  reserves  are  to  be 
found . 

WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 
Other 

MSO-014/I      Most  of  the  area... is  "badland  topography" 

located  on  the  Bearpaw  Shale  outcrop.   The 
wilderness  qualities  of  this  area  also  appear 
very  low. 
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361  -  LITTLE  FLAT 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 

Decision-related 

MSO-09  4/E*     Insufficient  documentation  has  been  provided  to 

drop  this  area  at  this  stage  of  the  review. 

MSO-014/I      It  is. . .recommended  that  Area  #361  be  deleted 

from  your  initial  inventory  and  receive  no 
further  wilderness  consideration. 

SIZE-  AND/OR  BOUNDARY-RELATED  COMMENTS 

MSO-009/E      Large  enough  to  warrant  study  of  wilderness 

potential . 

PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 

Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 

MSO-014/I      Road  across  a  portion  of  its  southern  and 

southeastern  boundary. 

Minerals 


or  gas  will  probably  be  found  throughout  the 
area.   It  will  take  time  to  get  accomplished, 
and  the  leases  must  be  available  if  these  future 
reserves  are  to  be  found. 


WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 


Other 


I 
I 
I 
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MSO-014/I      Most,  if  not  all,  of  the  area  is  currently 

covered  by  oil  and  gas  leases.   Good  shows  of 
gas  have  been  encountered  in  some  of  the  dry 
holes ... .This  area  of  northern  Montana,  covering 
portions  of  T32N-39N,  R23-39E  has  good  natural       _ 
gas  potential.   Additional  accumulations  of  oil      ■ 

or     aas     will      nr-nhal-il  v    hn^     -Frinnr!     •HhT-f->ii(-r'h(-Mi+-     -t-ViQ  W 


I 

! 


I 
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MSO-014/I      Most  of  the  area... is  "badland  topography" 

located  on  the  Bearpaw  Shale  outcrop.   The 
wilderness  qualities  of  this  area  also  appear 
very  low.  |§ 


I 
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365    -    EAST    BEAUCHAMP 


t 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-related 


MS0-9/E        Should  be  studied  for  its  ability  to  enhance  the 

recreational,  scenic,  and  solitude  values  of  the 
Wild  and  Scenic  River  and  the  Charles  M.  Russell 
Game  Range . 


t 


t 
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366  -  BEAUCHAMP 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-related 


MS0-9/E        Should  be  studied  for  its  ability  to  enhance  the 

recreational,  scenic,  and  solitude  values  of  the 
Wild  and  Scenic  River  and  the  Charles  M.  Russell 
Game  Range . 

Other 


SIZE-  AND/OR  BOUNDARY-RELATED  COMMENTS 


PRIVATE  LAND 

L-25/RI        Private  land  adjoining  the  area, 

PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 
Grazing 
L-25/RI        Grazing  allotment. 


I 

1 

I 
I 

1 

I 
I 

s 


L-25/RI        If  the  area  is  wilderness  as  proposed  it  would 

include  almost  two  sections  of  food  grassland 
that  would  only  hamper  our  livestock  operation 
and  for  the  worst  part  would  cut  off  hunting 
access  to  Karsten  Coulee  and  would  put  a  mile 
buffer  zone  to  the  upper  end  of  the  Russell- 
Beauchamp  Unit  Wilderness  Area.  As  each  of  these 
excellent  hunting  areas  are  set  aside  for  the  a 
"purist"  it  throws  the  average  hunter  back  on  I 
the  (easy  access)  deeded  land!  We  have  had  a 
tenfold  increase  in  hunter  pressure  since  the 
Fish  and  Wildlife  Service  has  enforced  its  no 
off  road  policy  in  adjoining  wilderness  areas. 
We  feel  that  we  can't  handle  any  more  hunters 
and  so  hope  that  this  area  can  be  left  open  as 
marked. . . .We  feel  that  the  BLM  men  working  out 
the  Missouri  Breaks  Grazing  Environmental  State- 
ment had  the  best  idea  for  the  area  when  they  ^ 
proposed  a  new  fence  (red  line  on  map} .  This  M 
fence  would  remove  the  fragile  area  for  wildlife 
adjoining  the  Charles  M.  Russell  Game  Range. 


I 
I 


I 

I 


L-25/RI        While  agreeing  that  there  is  some  land  in  this 

unit  that  is  fragile  and  scenic  enough  to  warrant 
wilderness,  we  strongly  disagree  with  the  proposed   — 
boundary.  ■ 
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I 
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6  32  -  EAST  BRIDGE  COULEE 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Other 


MSO-009/E 


MC-083/RI 


ft 


Should  be  studied  for  its  ability  to  enhance  the 
recreational,  scenic,  and  solitude  values  of  the 
Wild  and  Scenic  River  and  the  Charles  M.  Russell 
Game  Range. 

Our  allotment  has  a  history  of  sheep  use  and  I 
would  like  to  know,  if  it  ends  up  a  wilderness 
area,  are  we  still  going  to  be  able  to  utilize 
our  government  trappers  in  these  areas? 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 


Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 


In 


MC-099/RI 


c 


MC-083/RI/O 


There  is  a  road  down  the  fence  that  was  made 
with  a  maintainer  and  I,  Richard  Burgess,  fixed 
the  bad  places  in  1973  with  a  cat  and  dozer. 
I  also  made  trails  for  the  Petrolane  Geo.  Co. 
over  the  whole  unit. 

Coulee  crossing  kept  up  by  J.  McKerlich... 
bladed  in  1973 ...  county  maintained  until  60' s. 
5.5  miles  (approximately)  of  vehicular  ways  is 
not  indicated  on  your  map.   These  are  trails 
we  use  continuously  and  (are)  used  by  government 
and  county  trappers. 


b 


Utility  Rights  of  Way 


MC-083/RI 


Fences 


The  pipeline  installed  by  the  BLM  runs  through 
parts  of  Sec.  20,  27,.  28,  and  29  of  T21N,  R42E 
for  a  total  of  3  to  3.5  miles. 


MC-083/RI/O    Fence  continues  south.   2^  miles  of  fence, 
Reservoirs  and  Stock  Watering  Devices 


^^ 


MC-099/RI 


There  is  a  dam  the  BLM  built:  SE^^,  Sec.  6, 
T21N,  R42E. 


632  -  EAST  BRIDGE  COULEE 


406        m 

I 
I 

PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS  (CONT.) 

Reservoirs  and  Stock  Watering  Devices  (Cont.)  ■ 


MC-083/RI      We  have  the  eight  reservoirs  as  shown  on  your 

maps.   An  additional  reservoir  in  Sec.  33  is 
missing  on  your  map.   This  reservoir  was  built 
by  the  BLM  in  1978  and  is  called  the  3  Prong 
Reservoir  and  a  project  file  is  on  it  in  Miles 
City. .. .Reservoir  (stocked). 

Fixed  Site  Facilities 

MC-083/RI      Ten  water  hydrants  plus  tanks. 


I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

I 
I 

I 

m 

I 
I 
I 
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y  633    -   BILLY   CREEK 


t 


z 


I 

E 


i 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-related 


MSO-009/E      Should  be  studied  for  its  ability  to  enhance  the 

recreational,  scenic,  and  solitude  values  of  the 

Wild  and  Scenic  River  and  the  Charles  M.  Russell 
Game  Range. 

PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 

Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 

MC-089/C       There  is  a  road  to  deeded  land  within  the  Charles 

M.  Russell  Wildlife  Refuge The  road  was  built 

15-20  years  ago  and  is  maintained  at  all  times. 

MC-088/C/O     Verifies  road  which  goes  to  CMR.   This  road  goes 

into  E.  Fork  of  Billy  Creek. 

MC-089/C       The  road  down  Billy  Creek  is  correct. 

Reservoirs  and  Stock  Watering  Devices 

MC-0  89/C       There  is  possibly  a  reservoir  in  Sec.  3  or  4 . 

WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 

MSO-077/G      Some  of  the  proposed  BLM  wilderness  units, 

especially  those  adjoining  previously  proposed 
wilderness  areas  on  the  Refuge,  may  have  value 
in  preserving  large  blocks  of  important  wildlife 
habitat  for  such  species  as  bighorn  sheep,  deer, 
elk,  grouse,  and  others. 


40S 


634 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-related 


MS0-9/E        Should  be  studied  for  its  ability  to  enhance  the 

recreational,  scenic,  and  solitude  values  of  the 
Wild  and  Scenic  River  and  the  Charles  M.  Russell 
Game  Range. 


INVENTORY  CRITERIA  SUGGESTIONS 


1 

I 

I 

I 
I 


MSO-40/I*      Removal  of  WSA  unit  MT-124-634  from  further 

consideration  as  a  wilderness  area  can  certainly 

be  justified,  and  we  respectfully  request  that 

such  removal  be  accomplished  prior  to  the  begin-       ■ 

ning  of  Phase  II  (Study)  of  the  wilderness  program.    " 

MSO-75/I       A  wilderness  classification  would  deny  access  to 

legally  reserved  BN  mineral  ownerships. 

MC-53/C        Not  wilderness  area — rolling  hills. 

MC-54/C        This  in  my  opinion  is  not  a  wilderness  area.   Most 

of  the  area  is  good  open  grassland,  very  good 
grazing. 

MC-5  5/C        Area  not  wilderness,  open  grassland. 


I 
I 
I 
I 


MC-54/C        Disagree  with  application  of  the  "roadless"  I 


definition  in  area  634. 

SIZE-  and/or  BOUNDARY- RELATED  COMMENTS 

MS0-9/E        Large  enough  to  warrant  study  of  wilderness  potential. 

MC-66/C/0      If  634  goes  wilderness,  then  wells  close  to 

boundary  should  be  excluded. 

PRIVATE  LAND 

MSO-101/I**    Wilderness  areas  should  not  include  state  or  fee 

lands.   (i.e.  this  area) 

PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 

Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 

MSO-7  5/I       Numerous  vehicular  ways  exist. 


I 
I 


•wmJ 
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634 


I 


I 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS  (CONT.) 

Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways  (Cont.) 


MC-53/C/0 
MC-52/C 

MC-54/C 
Fences 


Road  built  30-40  years  ago,  maintained  once  a  year 
....Four  roads  within  area  634. 

One  road  within  area  identified  as  roadless.... 
County  built  road  approximately  30  years  ago, 
county  maintains  at  least  once  a  year. 

Roads  within  area  634. 


MC-52/C/0      Fence  along  south  side  of  area, 
Fixed  Site  Facilities 


MC-53/C/0 
MC-54/C/0 

Minerals 
MS0-75/I 


MSO-40/I* 


Corrals  built  about  30  years  ago. 

They  verified  the  above  improvements  (roads, 
fence,  corrdls) ,  and  also  all  roads  and  improve- 
ments shown  in  our  situation  evaluation. 


This  unit  includes  part  of  Sec.  13  on  which  BN 
has  reserved  coal  and  iron  rights. ,. .This  unit 
lies  in  the  vicinity  of  areas  with  known  coal 
reserves  and  is  underlain  by  lignite.   It  must 
be  considered  to  have  at  least  moderate  coal 
potential. 

All  of  Sections  29,  31,  and  32  of  TllN,  R56E 
are  subject  to  a  federal  oil  and  gas  lease. 
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635  -  TIMBER  CREEK 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-related 


MSO-009/E 
MSO-009/E 
MC-068/C 

Other 
MC-066/C/O 

MC-068/C 


PRIVATE  LAND 

MC-068/C 

MSO-075/I 


Has  interesting  land  forms  and  vegetation  and 
should  be  studied. 

Large  enough  to  warrant  study  of  wilderness 
potential. 

You  can  look  into  the  distance  and  see  several 
homesteads  plus  many  farmed  areas.   We  do  not 
feel  this  is  qualified  as  a  wilderness. 


Would  more  permittees  make  ultimate  classifi- 
cation or  management  more  difficult? 

The  areas  with  crested  wheatgrass  have  been 
farmed.   How  could  these  areas  be  wilderness? 
....How  can  we  maintain  wells  without  motorized 
equipment? 


Deeded  land  within  this  area. 

Proposed  Sec.  25  is  also  BN  AMR  in  T14N,  R46E, 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 

Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 


MC-068/C 


Fences 


Roads  have  been  maintained  by  the  county  and 
McMullen  Bros. 


MC-068/C       Several  miles  of  fence. 

Reservoirs  and  Stock  Watering  Devices 

MC-066/C/O     Wells. 

MC-0  6  8/C       There  are  two  wells  and  tanks,  three  reservoirs, 

We  irrigate  and  put  up  hay  on  our  deeded  land 
within  this  area. 


I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 


I 
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635  -  TIMBER  CREEK 


"^       PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 

'^      Fixed  Site  Developments 

MC-068/C       Old  homesites. 


I 


MC-066/C/O 

Minerals 

MSO-075/I 

Grazing 
MC-066/C/O 


Windmills. 


The  only  possible  potential  would  be  sand  and 
gravel . 


Some  farming  still  evident,  Sec.  22,  R46E,  T15, 
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636  -  PLENTY  CREEK  NR 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-related 


MC-127/C       I  concur  with  the  decision  of  the  state  director 

to  drop  this  area  from  further  consideration  for 
wilderness . 


I 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

I 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
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641  -  ASH  CREEK  nR 


SIZE  AND/OR  BOUNDARY  RELATED  COMMENTS 

MSO-101/I**    This  area  is  one  which  either  displays  unacceptable 

irregular  outlines  or  is  too  small  to  comply  with 
the  intent  of  Congress. 


Li 


(-, 
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642  -  LONE  TREE  ASH 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-related 


MSO-009/E 


MC-090/R 


Should  be  studied  for  its  ability  to  enhance  the 
recreational,  scenic,  and  solitude  values  of  the 
Wild  and  Scenic  River  and  the  Charles  M.  Russell 
Game  Range. 

This  sure  doesn't  sound  like  wilderness  to  anyone 
I  have  talked  to.... This  area  should  be  dropped  as 
any  kind  of  a  wilderness  because  there  are  roads, 
reservoirs,  pipelines  and  tanks  all  over  it.... 
I  want  to  register  a  lot  of  complaints  on  your 
proposed  wilderness  area,  which  takes  in  almost 
all  of  my  range. 


I  have  a  document  given  to  my  Dad,  who  homesteaded 
this  ranch,  when  this  Lone  Tree  Cooperative  Grazing 
Association  was  first  formed.   It  was  signed  by 
the  Secretary  of  State,  Sam  W.  Mitchell  and  has 
the  gold  seals  of  the  State  of  Montana.   They 
guaranteed  him  range  with  his  homestead  and  this 
ranch  has  never  changed  hands. 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 

Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 

MC-0B6/C       Road  built  by  BLM,  maintained  as  needed  by  operator. 


PRIVATE  LAND 


MC-090/R 


MC-090/R 


Your  map  has  roads  in  the  wrong  place  and  doesn't 
show  half  of  them.   These  roads  were  maintained 
last  year. 


Utility  Rights  of  Way 


MC-0  8  6/C 
MC-090/R 

Fences 
MC-083/RI 


Pipeline,  Sec.  31,  32.  '  ' 

I  have  a  pipeline  in  this  area,  15,  840  feet  of 
plastic  pipe.... I  have  another  permit  to  extend 
it  another  3.7  5  miles  and  it  is  in  and  working. 


3/4  miles  of  cross  fence  in  sections  7  and  8  of 

T21N  R42E. 


I 
I 
I 
I 

1 

i 
I 
I 

I 

I 
I 
I 


I 
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642  -  LONE  TREE  ASH 

'"-'    PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS  (CONT.) 

^       Reservoirs  and  Stock  Watering  Devices 

MC-083/RI      One  reservoir  in  section  7  of  T21N,  R42E. 

j^      MC-090/R       Whoever  made  this  study,  was  either  lost  or  blind. 

They  stated  that  there  were  12  reservoirs  in  all 
in  the  whole  wilderness  area  which  is  a  false 
statement-   There  are  12  of  them  on  my  range  alone 

^  ....Five  stock  tanks 

MC-086/C       Reservoir  in  Sec.  25  built  by  BLM  in  ?.   Maintained 

by  BLM  in  about  1972. 

Fixed  Site  Facilities 

MC-086/C       Creek  crossings  of  trails  are  maintained  with  a 

cat  as  often  as  required. 

WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 

Other  .         .        ■  ' 

MC-090/R       The  colorful  strata  is  nothing  but  bare  old  gumbo. 


E 


r 


r 
L 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 
Decision-related 


416        ■ 
643  --  SAND  ARROYO  ,R    | 

I 


MS0-9/E        Should  be  studied  for  its  ability  to  enhance  the 

recreational,  scenic,  and  solitude  values  of  the 
Wild  and  Scenic  River  and  the  Charles  M.  Russell 
Game  Range. 

PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 

Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways  . 

MC-124/C       The  part  of  this  proposed  wilderness  that  is 

within  our  grazing  area  is  not  a  roadless  area. 
We  have  a  maintained  road  through  it  to  our 
deeded  land. 


I 

I 
I 
I 


Reservoirs  and  Stock  Watering  Devices  I 

MC-124/C       Two  reservoirs. 

I 


I 
I 


I 
I 
I 
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1  645 

i  GENERAL   OPINIONS 

Iwt 

_      Decision-related 

w      MC-12  6/RI      This  letter  is  to  protest  the  proposed 

wilderness  area  niomber  MC-645-C. 

I|j      Other 

MS0-9/E        Should  be  studied  for  its  ability  to  enhance 
^  the  recreational,  scenic,  and  solitude  values 

of  the  Wild  and  Scenic  River  and  the  Charles 
M.  Russell  Game  Range. 

MC-126/RI      The  rancher  would  be  handicapped  in  maintaining 

and  controlling  his  holdings  and  leases  due  to 

regulations  governing  a  wilderness  area We 

feel  that  the  spaciousness  of  the  area,  already 
controlled  by  CMR  around  Fort  Peck  Lake,  is 
adequate  to  accomodate  the  vacationing  public 
in  this  particular  area.   We  need  to  be  able 
to  lease  the  BLM  land  for  grazing,  without 

interference  from  the  vacationing  public 

(We)  are  concerned  about  the  littering  and  filth 
which  we  know  the  public  would  leave  with  us. 

SIZE  and/or  BOUNDARY-RELATED  COMMENTS 

,       MC-126/RI      The  boundary  lines  are  so  irregular  (that) 
■^  a  backpacker  would  not  know,  or  care,  when 

he  was  on  wilderness  property,  only. 

'  MC-82/C        Looks  unfeasible  from  a  management  standpoint 

»  (shape) . 

MSO-101/I**    This  area  is  one  which  either  displays  unac- 
M        '  ceptable  irregular  outlines  or  is  too  small 

to  comply  with  the  intent  of  Congress. 

i 

***   PRIVATE  LAND 

'  MC-126/RI      Some  deeded  and  state  land  is  intermingled  and 

m  bordering  the  area. 

1^   PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 

p      Utility  Rights  of  Way 

^'  MC-82/C        Powerline  (buried  cable)  right-of-way  across  unit. 


R 


fl^^ 
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645 


WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 


Opportunities  for  Primitive  Recreation 

MC-126/RI      There  is  no  clear,  or  live  water  on  any  portion 

of  this  proposed  site.   There  are  a  few  muddy 
dams,  good  enough  for  livestock  but  not  "back- 
packers. " 


I 
I 
I 
I 

I 
I 


I 
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646 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-related 


MSO-0  09/E      Should  be  studied  for  its  ability  to  enhance  the 

recreational,  scenic,  and  solitude  values  of  the 
Wild  and  Scenic  River  and  the  Charles  M.  Russell 
Game  Range. 

MC-078/C       I  cannot  see  how  this  would  qualify  for  a 

wilderness  area. 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 

Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 


w      MC-078/C       There  is  a  county-maintained  road. .. (which) .. . 

goes  through  Sec.  31. 

Il^      MC-080/C       County  maintained  road. 

Utility  Rights  of  Way 

**      MC-0  80/C       Powerline. 


WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 


Naturalness 


MC-078/C       Highway  24  is  adjacent  to  this  area.   It  would 

be  difficult  to  get  out  of  sight  or  sound  of 
the  highway. 
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6  48  -  GERMAINE  COULEE 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-related 


MS0-9/E 


Other 
MC-139/RI 


PRIVATE  LAND 


MSO-101/I** 


Should  be  studied  fcr  its  ability  to  enhance  the 

recreational,  scenic:,  and  solitude  values  of  the 

Wild  and  Scenic  River  and  the  Charles  M.  Russell 
Game  Range . 


Area  developments  are  as  shown  on  BLM  maps, 


Wilderness  areas  should  not  include  state  or  fee 
land  (i.e.  this  area). 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 


MSO-101/I** 


The  fact  that  these  roads  often  extend  through 
and  across  these  areas  suggests  that  they  play 
a  larger  role  in  rural  access  than  might  some 
isolated  dead-end  road.   Whether  or  not  maintained 
by  mechanical  means,  these  roads  may  be  essential 
to  the  maintenance  of  existing  resource  uses. 
They  are  incompatible  with  a  m.eaningf ul  interpre- 
tation of  what  is  meant  by  wilderness ... .Roads 
passing  through. . . (area  shown) . . .by  the  Montana 
AMS  and  topographic  maps. 


I 
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649  -  SOUTH  FORK  LITTLE  SQUAW  CREEK  r 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 
Decision-related 


MSO-009/E      Should  be  studied  for  its  ability  to  enhance  the 

recreational,  scenic,  and  solitude  values  of  the 
Wild  and  Scenic  River  and  the  Charles  M.  Russell 
*  Game  Range . 

MC-091/R       We,  Paul  and  Rosie  Berger,  go  on  record  as 
U»  opposing  any  further  wilderness  inventory  in  this 

unit. 


PRIVATE  LAND 

MSO-101/I**    Wilderness  areas  should  not  include  state  or  fee 

lands  (i.e.  this  area). 

PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 

Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 

MSO-101/I**    Roads  passing  thorugh  (areas  shown)  by  the 

Montana  AMS  and  topographic  maps.... The  fact  that 
these  roads  often  extend  through  and  across  these 
areas  suggests  that  they  play  a  larger  role  in 
rural  access  than  might  some  isolated  dead-end 
road.   Whether  or  not  maintained  by  mechanical 
means,  these  roads  may  be  essential  to  the  main- 
tenance of  existing  resource  uses.   They  are 
incompatible  with  a  meaningful  interpretation 
of  what  is  meant  by  wilderness. 

MC-091/R       Approximately  5  miles  of  road. 

Fences 

MC-0  91/R       No  boundary  fence  shown  between  our  allotment 

(Berger)  and  Dean  Kibler's.   No  boundary  fence 
shown  between  our  allotment  (Berger)  and  6-X 
allotment. 

Reservoirs  and  Stock  Watering  Devices 

MC-091/R       Reservoir  in  Sec.  20,  T19N,  R32E. 


6  50  -  JACK  LANE  COULEE  R 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-related 


MSO-009/E      Should  be  studied  for  its  ability  to  enhance  the 

recreational,  scenic,  and  solitude  values  of  the 
Wild  and  Scenic  River  and  the  Charles  M.  Russell 
Game  Range. 


PRIVATE  LAND 

MSO-101/I**    Wilderness  area  should  not  include  state  or  fee 

lands.   (i.e.  this  area) 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 


I 
I 
I 


Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 


Fences 

MC-139/RI      The  boundary  fence  between  my  allotment  and 

W.J,  Brown  &  Son's  allotment.  This  fence  is 
between  Sections  24  and  25  of  T18N,  R30E  and 
Sections  19  and  20  of  T18N,  R31E. 


WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 

Naturalness 

MSO-009/E      Has  interesting  land  forms  and  vegetation  and 

should  be  studied. 


I 
I 
I 
I 


MC-139/RI      Roads  in  Sections  25  &  26  of  T18N,  R30E  do  not 

dead-end.  They  all  three  continue  south  and  tie 
into  the  road  on  Lodgepole  Creek.  There  is  a  b 
road  which  cuts  through  east  and  west  from  Section  ■ 
11,  T18N,  R30E  all  the  way  through  to  Finley  Butte  " 
area  in  W.J.  Brown's  allotment. 

MSO-lOl/I**     Roads  passing  through  them  by  the  Montana  AMS  and     **( 

topographic  maps.... The  fact  that  these  roads  often 
extend  through  and  across  these  areas  suggests  that 
they  play  a  larger  role  in  rural  access  than  might 
some  isolated  dead-end  road.   Whether  or  not  main- 
tained by  mechanical  means,  these  roads  may  be       a 
essential  to  the  maintenance  of  existing  resource     I 
uses.   They  are  incompatible  with  a  meaningful 
interpretation  of  what  is  meant  by  wilderness. 


I 


I 


I 
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651 

E 

--   PRIVATE  LAND 

MSO-101/I**    Wilderness  areas  should  not  include  state  or  fee 

lands  (i.e.  this  area) . 
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6  52  -  LODGEPOLE  CREEK 


424   . 
I 

R    I 

I 

MSO-009/E      Should  be  studied  for  its  ability  to  enhance  the 

recreational,  scenic,  and  solitude  values  of  the  _ 

Wild  and  Scenic  River  and  the  Charles  M.  Russell  I 

Game  Range.  ■ 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-related 


MC-07  5/R       Please  consider  this  as  a  protest  on  my  part  in 

regards  to  this  unit  becoming  a  wilderness  area. 
I  am  totally  and  completely  against  this. 

Other 


I 
I 


I 


bJ 


MC-076/R       Under  sub-heading  III  (Unit  Evaluation)  subdivi- 
sion C.   It  states  that  "no  public  response  specific 
to  this  unit  for  intensive  wilderness  inventory 
has  occured."   Of  course  it  hasn't.   Common  sense 
tells  you  that.   None  of  us  who  live  here  were  ever 
notified  that  this  area  was  ever  being  considered 
for  a  wilderness  inventory  study.   That's  sort  of 
in  a  class  with  shutting  the  barn  door  after  the      ■ 
horse  has  gotten  away.   That  young  fellow  who  was     I 
here  last  summer  asking  questions  about  roads 
and  improvements  in  the  area  did  not  say  that  this 
information  would  be  used  in  this  manner.   I  feel 
like  we  have  been  "had"  on  this  angle.   Then  it 
says  "no  public  response  has  occurred."   What  a 
joke!!!   How  could  it  have??   When  I  first  received 
this  material  in  the  mail  on  this  wilderness  unit     J 
inventory,  I  was  amused  at  the  amount  of  incorrect 
information  put  out  on  it.   I  just  credited  it  to     —i 
more  inefficiency  on  the  part  of  the  multitude  of      J 
people  in  the  field  who  had  gathered  this  informa- 
tion.  When  one  stops  to  realize,  however,  that 
this  information  -  as  is  -  is  being  submitted  to 
the  scrutiny  of  the  American  people  in  general,  it    ^ 
ceases  to  be  funny.   It  makes  a  person  seriously 
wonder  whether  the  people  who  have  been  running 
around  over  the  country  here  and  spending  the 
taxpayers  money  gathering  this  information,  are 
genuinely  qualified  to  do  it.   I  feel  that  in  an      _ 
undertaking  of  this  sort,  everything  should  be        I 
completely  accurate,  and  nothing  left  haphazard       " 
or  slipshod. 


I 
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652  -  LODGEPOLE  CREEK 


u.  PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 


L 


C 


I 


Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 


MC-076/R 


Fences 


MC-076/R 


There  are  at  least  9  miles  of  vehicular  ways..., 
A  road  runs  from  South  east  to  North  west  through 
this  wilderness  inventory  unit.   It  takes  off 
from  the  South  Fork  Lodgepole  to  Benzien  road  in 
Section  16  Twp.  17N.  R31E.   Part  of  it  is  shown  on 
BLM  maps  and  part  is  not.   It  would  be  within  this 
unit  area  in  Sec.  6,  7  and  8  of  Twp.  17N.  R31E., 
in  Sec.  1  of  Twp.  17N.  R31E. ,  and  Sec.  30  of  Twp. 
18N.  R  31E. 


There  is  about  8%  or  9  miles  of  fence In  this 

unit  area  -  any  removal  of  existing  fences  would 
make  existing  AMP ' s  worthless,  besides  making  some 
existing  fences  on  private  land  worthless.   The 
latter  being  fences  which  we  who  live  here  have 
gone  to  a  great  deal  of  time  and  expense  to  construct 
and  maintain  over  the  years. 


Reservoirs  and  Stock  Watering  Devices 


MC-076/R 


There  are  at  least  9  reservoirs  that  I  know  of 
....In  regard  to  the  reservoirs,  there  are  at  least 
two  more  in  the  planning  on  our  AMP  alone  in  this 
unit  area. 


Fixed  Site  Facilities 


MC-139/RI 
MC-076/R 
Grazing 
MC-076/R 


Area  developments  are  as  shown  on  BLM  maps. 
Dry  oil  well  which  was  drilled  in  the  area. 

Contains  part  of  our  grazing  permit. 


[ 
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653  -  NORTH  SQUAW  CREEK 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-related 


MSO-009/E      Should  be  studied  for  its  ability  to  enhance  the 

recreational,  scenic,  and  solitude  values  of  the 
Wild  and  Scenic  River  and  the  Charles  M.  Russell 
Game  Range . 

MC-091/R       We,  Paul  and  Rosie  Berger,  go  on  record  as  opposing 

any  further  wilderness  inventory  on  this  unit. 

PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 


Fences 

MC-109/C       Fence  in  Sec.  8,  T19N,  R32E. 

Reservoirs  and  Stock  Watering  Devices 

MC-091/R       There  is  one  reservoir  in  Section  27  of  T19N, 

R32E. -. .There  is  one  reservoir  in  Section  8  of 
T19N,  R33E. 


I 
I 


Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 

MSO-101/I**    Roads  passing  through  them  by  the  Montana  AMS  and 

topographic  maps.... The  fact  that  these  roads 
often  extend  through  and  across  these  areas  suggests^ 
that  they  play  a  larger  role  in  rural  access  then 
might  some  isolated  dead-end  road.   Whether  or 
not  maintained  by  mechanical  means,  these  roads 
may  be  essential  to  the  maintenance  of  existing 
resource  uses.   They  are  incompatible  with  a  mean- 
ingful interpretation  of  what  is  meant  by  wilder- 
ness. 

MC-091/R  .      There  is  a  road  in  Sections  22  and  27  of  T19N, 

R32E. .. .There  are  roads  in  Sections  2,  11,  12,  of 
T20N,  R32E. .. .There  are  roads  in  Section  7  of 
,T19N,  R33E. 


I 
I 

I 

i 


I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
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654  -  SQUAW  CREEK  R 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-related 


I 


i 


MSO-009/E      Should  be  studied  for  its  ability  to  enhance  the 

recreational,  scenic,  and  solitude  values  of  the 
Wild  and  Scenic  River  and  the  Charles  M.  Russell 
Game  Range. 

MC-091/R       We,  Paul  and  Rosie  Berger,  go  on  record  as  opposing 

any  further  wilderness  inventory  on  this  unit. 

Other 

MC-109/C       I  would  also  like  to  know  how  these  proposed  areas 

are  going  to  affect  our  use  of  our  government  and 
county  trappers. 

PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 

MSO-101/I**    Roads  passing  through  them  by  the  Montana  AMS  and 

topographic  maps. ...The  fact  that  these  roads 
often  extend  through  and  across  these  areas  suggests 
that  they  play  a  larger  role  in  rural  access  than 
might  some  isolated  dead-end  road.   Whether  or  not 
maintained  by  mechanical  means,  these  roads  may 
be  essential  to  the  maintenance  of  existing  resource 
uses.   They  are  incompatible  with  a  meaningful 
interpretation  of  what  is  meant  by  wilderness. 

MC-091/R       There  are  six  miles  of  road  in  this  area.... Road 

will  be  maintained. . . .Road  bladed  to  Squaw  Creek 
i  reservoir  every  year.... Road  bladed  from  Ryan's  to 

■■  Sec.  36  T19N. 

Utility  Rights  of  Way 

MC-091/R       The  pipeline  indicated  on  the  map  is  2.5  miles 
f*  long. 

Fences 

,       MC-091/R       The  boundary  fence  between  my  allotment  and 
■''  John  Ryan  is  approximately  1.25  miles. 

[       MC-109/C       Fences  are  in  Sec.  29  and  30,  T19N,  R33E,  and 
!■  Sec.  5,  T18N,  R33E. 


42S 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-related 


I 

657  -  SEVEN  BLACKFOOT  r   B 

I 
I 

MSO-009/E      Should  be  studied  for  its  ability  to  enhance  the 

recreational,  scenic,  and  solitude  values  of  the  m 

Wild  and  Scenic  River  and  the  Charles  M.  Russell  M 

Game  Range.  "" 

i 


MC-079/C       I  am  against  this  becoming  a  wilderness  area  and 

having  deeded  land  adjoin... it.   Leave  it  in  multi- 
ple use  like  it  has  been. 

SIZE-  and/or  BOUNDARY- RELATED  COMMENTS 


MSO-077/G      Lands  north  of  this  area  on  the  Refuge  were  once     M 

evaluated  for  wilderness  potential  and  found  not 
to  qualify  because  of  various  factors,  including 
insufficient  size.   However,  if  the  adjoining  BLM 
lands  should  prove  to  be  of  wilderness  quality, 
these  might  complement  one  another  as  a  combined 
BLM/FWS  wilderness  unit. 


PRIVATE  LAND 

MC-079/C       Deeded  land. 

PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 

Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 


I 
I 
I 
I 


I 


MC-079/C       Road  down  Seven  Blackfoot  does  not  dead-end  as 

it  shows  on  the  map.  It  continues  all  the  way  to  m 
the  lake.... Many  more  roads  come  into  the  area.  ■ 
They  don't  all  dead-end  in  it  as  the  road  I  built  * 
goes  clear  across  it  to  my  other  deeded  land  and 
it  also  continues  north  clear  to  the  lake  on  the 
game  range. ...  Road  from  Brussett  along  divide 
east  of  Seven  Blackfoot  is  maintained. . . .All 
creek  crossings  are  maintained  every  year....  m 
A  lot  of  people  use  the  road  to  go  fishing  (and  g 
boating  on  Ft.  Peck  Reservoir)  in  the  summer. 

MC-085/C       Road  from  reservoir  to  Sec.  36.... Three  roads  to     || 

reservoirs  (marked  on  accompanying  map).... Road      ■■ 
built  about  20-25  years  ago,  only  maintained 
when  impassable. 


I 


b 
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657  -  SEVEN  BLACKFOOT 

PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS  (CONT.) 

Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways  (Cont.) 

MC-087/C       Maintain  (road  to  spring)  when  necessary. 

Fences 

MC-085/C       Fence  from  middle  of  Sec.  12  north  to  creek 

Fence  drif t. . . .Line  fence. 

MC-087/C       Drift  fence  from  road. .. .Drif t  fence  crosses 

Blackfoot, 

MC-079/C       Not  nearly  all  fences  are  listed. 

Reservoirs  and  Stock  Watering  Devices 

MC-0  8  7/C       Spring  built  by  ELM. 

MC-085/C       Reservoir, 

MC-077/C       There  are  reservoirs  on  Section  9.,.. There  is  a 

reservoir  on  Section  5  that  is  not  shown. 

MC-079/C       I  have  10  reservoirs  in  the  unit One  developed 

stock  spring. 

Fixed  Site  Facilities 

MC-079/C       Wooden  tank.... Oil  rig  was  (in  area)  for  years. 

WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 
Supplemental 

L      MSO-077/G      Some  of  the  proposed  ELM  wilderness  units,  espe- 
cially those  adjoining  previously  proposed  wilder- 

f"  ness  areas  on  the  Refuge,  may  have  value  in  pre- 

1^  serving  large  blocks  of  important  wildlife  habitat 

for  such  species  as  bighorn  sheep,  deer,  elk, 

^  grouse,  and  others. 


tM 


130 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-related 


I 
6  61  -  MALONEY  HILL  R    ■ 

I 


MS0-9/E        Should  be  studied  for  its  ability  to  enhance  the 

recreational,  scenic,  and  solitude  values  of  the 
Wild  and  Scenic  River  and  the  Charles  M.  Russell 
Game  Range. 


1 
I 

s 
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I 
t 
I 
I 
I 


I 
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662  -  CROOKED  CREEK  R 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-related 


MS0-9/E        Should  be  studied  for  its  ability  to  enhance  the 

recreational,  scenic,  and  solitude  values  of  the 
Wild  and  Scenic  River  and  the  Charles  M.  Russell 
Game  Range . 


c 


I 
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664 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 


Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 


I 


I 


MSO-101/I**     The  fact  that  these  roads  often  extend  through  and 

across  these  areas  suggests  that  they  play  a  larger 
role  in  rural  access  than  might  some  isolated 
dead-end  road.   Whether  or  not  maintained  by         "^ 
mechanical  means,  these  roads  may  be  essential  to 
the  maintenance  of  existing  resource  uses.   They 
are  incompatible  with  a  meaningful  interpretation 
of  what  is  meant  by  wilderness ... .Roads  passing 
through. . . (area  shown) . . .by  the  Montana  AMS  and 
topographic  maps. 


I 
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665 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 

r"      Decision-related 

MSO-099/E      Recommends  intensive  inventory  for  unit  665  which 
•  is  in  the  accelerated  inventory  related  to  the 
'  Northern  Tier  Pipeline. 

MC-099/RI      This  is  public  land.   Let's  leave  it  public  so 
'  all  persons  may  see  and  use  it  instead  of  just 

m  the  rich  and  able  bodied.   To  give  an  example,  in 

1978  a  man  called  and  asked  if  he  and  his  daughter 
•  could  hunt  antelope  on  the  ranch.   I  gave  them 

1^  permission.   The  girl  got  an  antelope  in  this 

proposed  area.   This  girl  has  sugar  diabetes, 
cannot  walk  far,  and  is  going  blind.   It  was  her 
first  and  possibly  her  last  antelope.   These  are 
^  the  people  it  will  help  most  to  keep  land  like 

this  out  of  wilderness  areas. 

PRIVATE  LAND 

^      MSO-101/I**    Wilderness  areas  should  not  include  state  or  fee 

lands.   (i.e.  this  area) 


t 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 


Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 


MSO-101/I**     Roads  passing  through  them  by  the  Montana  AMS 

and  topographic  maps.... The  fact  that  these  roads 

^  often  extend  through  and  across  these  areas  sug- 

gests that  they  play  a  larger  role  in  rural  access 
than  might  some  isolated  dead-end  road.   Whether 
or  not  maintained  by  mechanical  means,  these  roads 

^  may  be  essential  to  the  maintenance  of  existing 

resource  uses.   They  are  encompatible  with  a 

P  meaningful  interpretation  of  what  is  meant  by 

^  wilderness. 

MC-099/RI      The  BLM  used  a  maintainer  to  make  a  road  on  Sec. 
^  13,  T20N,  R41E,  Sec.  7,  8,  and  5,  T20N,  R42E 

The  Burgess  Ranch  made  fire  trails  in  Sec.  1,  2, 

12,  13,  T20N,  R41E,  and  in  Sec.  6,  7,  8,  17,  18, 

j  19,  20,  T20,  R42E In  1973  I  made  trails  with 

W  a  cat  and  dozer  for  the  Petrolane  Geo.  Co.  and 

fixed  the  bad  places  on  the  trails.   In  1976  I 

fixed  four  bad  places. 


E 
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665 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS  (CONT.) 

Fences 

MC-099/RI      There  is  a  fence  from  the  south  to  the  north  side 

of  this  area. 

Reservoirs  and  Stock  Watering  Devices 


allotment.   Two  dams:   NE  %  Sec.  1,  1  down  east 
side  Sec.  13,  T20N,  R41E.   One  dam:  ^h   Sec.  5. 
Two  dams:   Sec.  7.   One  dam:   Sec.  18.   One  dam: 
Sec.  19,  T20N,  R42E. 


I 
I 
I 

I 

I 


MC-099/RI      The  BLM  has  8  dams  in  this  area  on  the  Burgess       V 

;9 1  1  nf-TTK^nt  -        TT*7r>    rlaTn.c;  •        WF    h    cjcir"  _      1  .     1     (^o\«rn     aaci-f-  » 
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y  666  -NR 

W   PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 

P     Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 

MSO-101/I**     The  fact  that  these  roads  often  extend  through  and 
r  across  these  areas  suggests  that  they  play  a  larger 

^  role  in  rural  access  than  might  some  isolated 

dead-end  road.   Whether  or  not  maintained  by  mech- 
anical means,  these  roads  may  be  essential  to  the 
maintenance  of  existing  resource  uses.   They  are 
W  incompatible  with  a  meaningful  interpretation  of 

what  is  meant  by  wilderness ... .Roads  passing  through 
. . . (area  shown) . . .by  the  Montana  AMS  and  topographic 
maps . 


£ 
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66  7  NR 


1 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 


i 

Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways  I 

MSO-101/I**     The  fact  that  these  roads  often  extend  through  and 

across  these  areas  suggests  that  they  play  a  larger  M 

role  in  rural  access  than  might  some  isolated  dead-  9 
end  road.   Whether  or  not  maintained  by  mechanical 
means,  these  roads  may  be  essential  to  the  maintenance«i 

of  existing  resource  uses.   They  are  incompatible  I 
with  a  meaningful  interpretation  of  what  is  meant  by 

wilderness. .. .Roads  passing  through. .. (area  shown)...  _ 

by  the  Montana  AMS  and  topographic  maps.  I 


I 
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669 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-related 


MS0-9/E        Should  be  studied  for  its  ability  to  enhance  the 

recreational,  scenic,  and  solitude  values  of  the 
Wild  and  Scenic  River  and  the  Charles  M.  Russell 
Game  Range . 


43S 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-related 


I 

671  -  CAIRN  BUTTE  R    ■ 

I 


MC-17  6/RI       Isaac  Livestock  Co.  does  not  concur  with  the 

designation  of  this  parcel  as  a  wilderness  area  j. 
....Use  of  this  land  as  wilderness/recreation  area  I 
would  significantly  restrict  its  usefulness  as  * 
grazing  land  due  to  the  stated  limited  access 
for  maintenance. .. .At  a  time  in  our  history  when  V 
energy  conservation  should  be  a  factor  in  all  Ji 
long  range  land  use  management  programs  it  seems 
contradictory  to  be  designating  areas  that  promote  m 
recreation  in  locations  far  from  population  cen-  I 
ters. 

MC-096/RI      Ross  Ranch  &  Livestock  go  on  record  opposing  MT- 

024-671  as  a  proposed  wilderness  area.  '^ 


PRIVATE  LAND 


I 

MC-176/RI      Since  access  approaches  to  the  western  portions  of    m 

this  area  are  primarily  on  private  land,  the  desig-   I 
nation  would  promote  trespassing  of  private  pro- 
perty. 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 


Utility  Rights  of  Way 

MC-095/RI      The  0.5  mile  of  powerline  mentioned  by  BLM  in 

Section  32  does  not  exist.   Powerline  to  all  the 
wells  indicated  does  exist.   Approximately  5 
miles  of  powerline  exist. 

Fences 

MC-176/RI      Fences  are  located  within  the  borders  of  the 

referenced  are  approximately  as  follows.   Twp 
18n  Rng  40E  Sec  24,  commencing  at  NE  corner  of 
ISIW^  SE%  running  diagonally  to  SE  corner  of  SE%, 
then  running  due  south  along  section  line  to  SE 
corner  of  NE%  NE%.   Fence  length  approximately 
.78  miles.   Twp  17N  Rng  4lE  Sec.  6,  commencing 


«^ 


Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways  ^ 

MC-096/RI      There  is  approximately  5  miles  of  maintained  ^ 

road  not  indicated  on  map. . . .Vehicular  way.  I 


1 


I 
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671  -  CAIRN  BUTTE 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS  (CONT.) 

Fences  (Cont.) 

MC-17  6/RI      at  NW  corner  of  NW^  running  due  east  to  NE  corner 
(Cont.)      of  NW%.   Fence  length  approximately  .75  miles. 
Twp  17N  Rng  4  0E  sec  1,  commencing  at  NE  corner 
NW%,  then  running  due  south  to  SE  corner  SW% 
Sec  12,  then  running  due  east  to  SE  corner  Sec. 
12,  then  running  due  south  along  section  line  to 
SE  corner  NE^NE%  Sec.  13.   Fence  length  approxi- 
mately 2.75  miles.   Twp  17N  Rng  40E  Sec.  1, 
commencing  at  SE  corner  of  SE%SW%,  then  running 
due  west  to  SW  corner  of  SW^j,  then  due  south  to 
SW  corner  of  NW%NW%  Sec.  12.   Fence  length  approxi- 
mately .75  miles. 

MC-096/RI       1.25  miles  of  fence  exist  between  Sections  30 

and  31  and  Sections  29  and  32  of  T18N,  R41E. 
The  fence  plotted  in  Sections  19  and  30  of  T18N, 
R41E  and  Section  24  of  T18N,  R40E  is  incorrect. 
This  fence  runs  from  Section  24  to  approximately 
the  section  corner  common  to  19  and  30  of  TlSN, 
R41E  and  Sections  24  and  25  TlBN,  R40E.   3/4 
miles  of  fence  is  missing  at  the  south  end  of 
Section  31  of  TlSN,  R41E  between  the  Ross  Ranch 
&  Livestock  allotment  and  Isaacs  Livestock.  h 
mile  of  fence  is  missing  in  Section  32  of  TlSN, 
R41E. . . .Fence. 

Reservoirs  and  Stock  Watering  Devices 

MC-096/R       There  is  a  well  missing  in  Section  29  of  TlSN, 

R41E. 
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GENERAL  OPINIONS 


672  -  BIG  WILD  HORSE  CREEK  NR   I 

I 
I 
I 

1 
I 


Dec is ion- related 

MSO-099/E      We  would  like  to  see. .. (the  area) .. .remain  in  the 

process  at  least  through  the  intensive  inventory 
step. 

MSO-100/E      Should  be  added  to  the  inventory  because  the  off- 
site  influences  do  not  affect  the  area's  suit- 
ability for  further  study. 

MC-096/RI       I  agree  with  your  recommendation  that  this  area 

be  inventoried  no  further. 

MC-095/C       I  agree  with  your  recommendation  that  this  tract 

be  dropped  from  any  further  inventory. 

MC-94/R        We  go  on  record  as  agreeing  with  your  unit 

recommendation  to  drop  this  area  from  the  wilder- 
ness review  process. 


PRIVATE  LAND 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 

Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 

MC-095/C       1.25  miles  of  maintained  road  in  Sections  4  and 

9. 


(^ 


I 


.jmii^ 


MSO-lOl/I**    Wilderness  areas  should  not  include  state  or  fee      r^ 

lands.   (i.e.  this  area) 


9 

S 


MC-094/R       One-half  mile  of  road  runs  into  Section  30  from       I 

■hViocr-m-l-Vi  ■■ 


the  south. 

MSO-101/I**    The  fact  that  these  roads  often  extend  through  and 

across  these  areas  suggests  that  they  play  a  larger 
role  in  rural  access  than  might  some  isolated 
dead-end  road.  Whether  or  not  maintained  by 
mechanical  means,  these  roads  may  be  essential  to 
the  maintenance  of  existing  resource  uses.  They 
are  incompatible  with  a  meaningful  interpretation  ^ 
of  what  is  meant  by  wilderness. .. .Roads  passing  I 
through. . . (area  shown) . . .by  the  Montana  AMS  and  " 
topographic  maps . 


H 

B 


I 


y 
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672  -  BIG  WILD  HORSE  CREEK 

PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS  (CONT. ) 

Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways  (Cont.) 

MC-096/RI      Approximately  8-10  miles  of  maintained  roads  do 

not  show  up  on  the  unit  map  sent. 

Utility  Rights  of  Way 

MC-096/RI      The  0.5  mile  of  powerline  mentioned  by  BLM  in 

Section  32  does  not  exist.   Powerline  to  all  the 
wells  indicated  does  exist.   Approximately  5 
miles  of  powerline  exist. 

MC-095/C       Pipeline  approximately  2  miles  in  Sections  8,  9, 

and  17  of  T18N,  R41E. 

Fences 

MC-096/RI      A  fence  runs  approximately  3.5  miles  east  and 

west.   There  is  a  crossfence  which  runs  north 
and  south  in  Sections  21  and  28. 

MC-094/R       There  is  a  fence  which  is  not  shown  between  my 

allotment  and  Ross  Ranch  from  Section  corner  common 
to  24,  25,  30,  and  31.   It  runs  south  on  the  sec- 
tion line  to  quarter  common  of  Sec.  25,  T18N,  R41E 
and  Sec.  30,  T18N,  R42E. 

Reservoirs  and  Stock  Watering  Devices  '  " 

MC-094/R       Reservoirs  and  a  set  of  buildings  on  deeded 

land  (are)  visible  from  proposed  wilderness 
area. 

Grazing 

MC-096/RI      Allotment  boundary  is  incorrect  between  Ross  Ranch 

&  Livestock  boundary  and  Big  Dry  Angus.   It  should 
be  h   mile  south  of  where  it  is  presently  plotted. 

MC-095/C       Allotment  boundary  is  incorrect  in  Section  10 

between  Murnion  allotment  and  Big  Dry  Angus. 
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PRIVATE  LAND 


674  NR   j 

1 


MSO-101/I**    Wilderness  areas  should  not  include  state  or  fee 

lands.   (i.e.  this  area) 

PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 

Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 


I 
I 


MSO-101/I**     Roads  passing  through  them  by  the  Montana  AMS  and 

topographic  maps ....  The  fact  that  these  roads 
often  extend  through  and  across  these  areas  sug-      ■ 
gests  that  they  play  a  larger  role  in  rural  access    I 
than  might  some  isolated  dead-end  road.   Whether 
or  not  maintained  by  mechanical  means,  these  roads 
may  be  essential  to  the  maintenance  of  existing 
resource  uses.   They  are  incompatible  with  a 
meaningful  interpretation  of  what  is  meant  by 
wilderness. 


v«i» 


I 

I 


m 


I 


I 

I 
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675  -  BRIDGE  COULEE 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision- related 


MS0-9/E        Large  enough  to  warrant  study  of  wilderness  potential, 


I, 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 


Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 


MC-175/C       Road  on  the  south  side  of  this  area... is  used  for 

fence  repair,  livestock  inspection,  recreation, 
etc.... Three  other  roads... are  used  for  reservoir 
repair,  livestock  inspection,  recreation,  etc. 


c 
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I 


676 


SIZE-  and/or  BOUNDARY -RELATED  COMMENTS 

MSO-009/E      Large  enough  to  warrant  study  of  wilderness 

potential. 

PRIVATE  LAND 

MSO-101/I**     Wilderness  areas  should  not  include  state  or  fee 

lands.   (i.e.  this  area) 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 

Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 

MC-174/RI      Three  roads  used  for  fence  repairs,  livestock 

inspection,  recreation. 

MC-07  6/R        Road. 

Reservoirs  and  Stock  Watering  Devices 

MC-107/R       Upkeep  of  the  Sheep  Coulee  Water  Gap,  which  has 

to  be  put  in  after  snow  or  rainfall. 

MC-174/RI      Reservoir. 

MC-07  6/R       Reservoir. 


I 


I 

I 
I 


I 
I 

mi, 

'  I 

1 
I 


I 

I 
I 
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^  67  7    -    MUSSELSHELL   BREAKS 


t 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 
Decision-related 


MS0-9/E        Large  enough  to  warrant  study  of  wilderness  potential, 

^   PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 

■  Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 

MSO-101/I**    The  fact  that  these  roads  often  extend  through  and 
^  across  these  areas  suggests  that  they  play  a  larger 

Ig  role  in  rural  access  than  might  some  isolated 

dead-end  road.   Whether  or  not  maintained  by 
inechanical  means,  these  roads  may  be  essential  to 
.  the  maintenance  of  existing  resource  uses.   They 

are  incompatible  with  a  meaningful  interpretation 
of  what  is  meant  by  wilderness. .. .Roads  passing 

■  through. .. (area  shown) .. .by  the  Montana  AMS  and 
"f  topographic  maps. 


e 


w 
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678  -  LANG'S  FORK 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 

Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 


I 
1 
I 


MSO-101/I**     Roads  passing  through  them  by  the  Montana  AMS 

and  topographic  maps.... The  fact  that  these  roads    am 
often  extend  through  and  across  these   areas        I 
suggests  that  they  play  a  larger  role  in  rural 
access  than  might  some  isolated  dead-end  road. 
Whether  or  not  maintained  by  mechanical  means, 
these  roads  may  be  essential  to  the  maintenance 
of  existing  resource  uses.   They  are  incompatible 
with  a  meaningful  interpretation  of  what  is  meant 
by  wilderness. 


1 
I 
1 
I 
1 

I 


I 
I 


I 
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n 
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679  -  LISK-CHERRY  R 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


P      Decision-related 
km 

MSO-009/E      Has  interesting  land  forms  and  vegetation  and 

should  be  studied. 


PRIVATE  LAND 

MSO-075/I      The  BLM  proposed  Sec.  19,  29,  &  31  are  also 

BN  AMR  holdings  in  T15N,  R47E. 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 


.       Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 

MSO-075/I      This  would  effectively  remove  all  access  from 
,  the  southern  portion  of  the  township. .. .The 

•*  minor  roads  that  run  off  the  Big  Sheep  Mountain 

Road  would  be  cut  by  Sec.  8. 

y  MC-0  6  7/C       Maintained  road. 

m  Utility  Rights  of  Way 

MC-067/C       Pipeline. 

Minerals 

MSO-075/I      Excellent  sand  and  gravel  resources.... 

A  high  potential  for  coal  exists  in  the  area. 

w 

w 
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GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-related 


I 

6  84  -  TERRY  BADLANDS  ^       | 


MSO-099/E      Recoinmend  intensive  inventory  for  unit  684  which  ft 

is  in  the  accelerated  inventory  related  to  the  3 
Northern  Tier  Pipeline. 

MSO-034/C      I  suppose  it  is  needless  to  say  that  I  am  opposed  J 

to  the  wilderness  area,  because  if  I  weren't  I 

would  not  be  writing....!  feel  that  anyone  inter-  ^ 

ested  in  wilderness  coming  from  the  East  will  ■ 

drive  thronah  thp^  Me^rin-r^    Rarllan/^cr  s-n^    o^^  =ii  • 


drive  through  the  Medora  Badlands  and  see  all 
they  want  and  for  those  coming  (from)  the  west 
the  badlands  will  be  no  comparison  to  the 
mountains . 


Other 


SIZE-  and/or  BOUNDARY- RELATED  COMMENTS 


MSO-02  3/C      If  a  wilderness  area  is  set  aside  it  should  be 

for  15,000  acres  starting  at  scenic  view  for 
a  jump  off  for  back  packers,  and  extending  from 
the  divide  and  follow  Lost  Boy  Creek  to  the 
Yellowstone  as  its  western  boundary. 

PRIVATE  LAND 

MC-116/C/0     Deeded  land. 

MSO-101/1**     Wilderness  areas  should  not  include  state  or 

fee  lands,   (i.e.  this  area), 

MSO-075/I      BN  fee  Sec.  25,  T13N,  R49E.  is  included  within 

the  boundaries  of  the  unit.   BN  AMR  Sec.  33  is 
surrounded   on  three  sides  by  the  boundaries  of 
the  unit. 


I 
I 


MSO-034/C      There  is  an  alternative  area  that  we  could  live 

with  as  wilderness.   This  is  from  Scenic  View  _ 

west  to  Lost  Boy  and  south  to  the  Yellowstone  M 

River.  • 

MC-116/C/0     Calypso  Trail  should  be  built  so  people  could 

get  into  area.   If  any  goes  west,  it  should 
be  east  of  Calypso  Trail. 

MSO-026/C      Our  ranchers  need  to  have  access  to  these  lands      M 

for  pasture. 


i 


I 
I 


I 
I 
I 
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684    -    TERRY   BADLANDS 


c 


E 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 


Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 


MSO-0  34/C 


MC-116/C/0 


MC-lOl/I** 


MSO-075/I 


Fences 


There  are  six  different  trails  that  we  maintain 
for  access  to  different  areas  in  the  badlands. 
Land  that  we  own  at  the  river  and  use  for  siimmer 
grazing  will  be  cut  off  if  we  lose  access  through 
Calypso  Trail.   This  is  needed  to  maintain  fences, 
hauling  bulls  to  and  from  the  river,  putting  out 
salt  and  any  other  trips  necessary  for  the 
general  care  of  the  livestock.   Other  uses  of 
the  trails  are  for  feeding,  cleaning  springs 
and  tanks,  filling  in  washing  spillways  in  dams, 
etc. 

Crooked  Creek:   blade  U-turn  to  make  possible 
north  into  deeded  (land) .   Two  times  a  year 
every  year  since  1965.   Sec.  36  (UN,  49E)  . 

The  fact  that  these  roads  often  extend  through 
and  across  these  areas  suggests  that  they  play 
a  larger  role  in  rural  access  than  might  some 
isolated  dead-end  road.   Whether  or  not  main- 
tained by  mechanical  means,  these  roads  may  be 
essential  to  the  maintenance  of  existing _ resource 
uses.   They  are  incompatible  with  a  meaningful 
interpretation  of  what  is  meant  by  wilderness.... 
Roads  passing  through. .. (area  shown) ,. .by  the 
Montana  AMS  and  topographic  maps . 

Numerous  vehicular  ways  exist  within  the  unit. 


MC-116/C/0     Fences  from  Sheridan  Butte  west  not  on  map 
Reservoirs  and  Stock  Watering  Devices 


MC-116/C/0 


Reservoir  in  Sec.  %  (ION,  50  E) Water  spreader 

in  Sec.  5  (ION,  50E) , 


Fixed  Site  Facilities 

MC-116/C/0     Well  in  Sec.  31  (R50,  llN) . 

MC-116/C/0     Old  Guenther  house. 

MC-116/C/0     One  windmill  on  public  land  about  Sec.  26,  11N49E, 
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684  -  TERRY  BADLANDS 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS  (CONT.) 


Minerals 


WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 

Supplemental 

MC-116/C/0     Petrified  Forest  up  by  teepee  rings  and  fire  pot, 

Potential  to  Revert  to  Natural  Condition 

MSO-023/C      I  have  ridden  in  these  badlands  for  40  years 

and  they  have  become  actually  more  primitive  in 
the  last  30  years.   There  used  to  be  two  post 
cutters '  shacks  but  they  have  fallen  in  and 
disappeared  over  the  years. 

Other 


I 
I 
I 


MSO-75/I       The  unit  lies  to  the  southwest  of  an  area 

known  to  have  coal  reserves  and  is  underlain         m 
by  lignite.   It  must  be  considered  to  have  I 

at  least  moderate  coal  potential. 


1 

I 


1 
^ 


I 
I 


MC-116/C/0     It  is  of  high  wilderness  values.  ■ 


•yi^ 


1 

t 


f^ 


I 
I 
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685  -  BRACKETT  CREEK 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 

Decision-related 

MS0-9/E        Has  interesting  land  forms  and  vegetation  and 

should  be  studied. 

PRIVATE  LAND 

MSO-75/I       In  this  township  proposed  Sec.  8,  9,  15,  17, 

20,  22,  28,  29  would  cut  all  pre-existing 
access  to  BN  fee  holdings  in  Sec.  5  and  7, 
and  to  BN  AMR  holdings  in  Sec.  21. 

PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 

Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 

MC-69/C        Use  this  road  daily  in  the  summer. 


MC-69/C        Maintained  road  west  side  Sec. 32,  T13N,  R50. 
\mt  Bladed  about  annually  by  Prairie  County. 

EMC-69/C        Roads  through  Sec.  8,  17,  20,  29  have  been 
maintained  by  the  county  each  year. 

Utility  Rights  of  Way 

*»     MC-69/C        Powerline  on  Sec.  8,  17,  9  and  10. 

Fences 


MC-70/C        There  is  a  fence  along  the  divide  on  Sec. 30 

T14N,  R50E  which  is  not  shown. 

Reservoirs  and  Stock  Watering  Devices 

MC-70/C        Reservoir  in  Sec. 12,  T14N,  R49E  which  is  not 

shown. 

Fixed  Site  Facilities 

MC-70/C        There  are  a  lot  of  old  homesteads  and  evidence 

left  in  the  area. 

MC-69/C        Remains  of  homesteads  and  WPA  work. .. .There  is 

a  windmill  on  Sec.  29  that  is  not  shown.   Well 
on  Sec.  17  is  not  shown.... Two  wells  in  the 
area.   How  can  we  maintain  these  wells  without 
motorized  use? 
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685  -  BRACKETT  CREEK 


Naturalness 


I 
I 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS  (CONT.)  | 

Minerals 


I 


MSO-75/I       Very  little  industrial  mineral  potential 

exists  with  the  exception  of  sand  and  gravel. 

1 

WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 


I 


MC-70/C        Everything  from  preachers  to  teachers  farmed        m 

that  damned  country  70  years  ago.   How  can  I 

that  qualify  for  wilderness?  * 


I 
I 


/Wjft 
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1 
I 


I 
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68  8  -  COTTONWOOD  CREEK 


PRIVATE  LAND  ,   . 

MSO-075/I      Proposed  Sec.  22,  T13N,  R52E  would  cut  the 

improved  road  access  to  BN  AMR  holdings  in 
Sec.  3 ,  5 ,  and  9 . 

MC-073/R       There  is  deeded  land  in  Section  29. 

PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 

Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 

MC-073/R       There  is  a  road  through  part  of  Section  29 

which  is  used. 

MC-169/R       5  roads. 

MC-075/C       Road. 

MC-6  88/C       Road. 

MC-169/R       Fence  to  be  put  in  sp.  ng  or  suiraner  of  1979. 

Reservoirs  and  Stock  Watering  Devices 

MC-169/R       Artesian  well. . .developed  spring. ... Stockwater 

pipeline  to  be  put  in  spring  of  summer  of  1979. 

MC-075/C  Reservoir  and  spring. 

MC-073/R  There  is  a  well  in  section  29. 

MC-075/C  Old  homestead. 

MC-073/R  Feed  ground  on  Section  29. 

Minerals 

MSO-75/I       The  only  industrial  mineral  potential  is  sand  and 

gravel. 

Grazing 

MC-169/R       Old  farm  ground  put  into  crested  wheat  grass 

about  250  acres. 

MC-073/R       There  is  farming  practiced  on  the  south  and  west 

of  Section  29 . 


1^        MC-075/C       Farmed,  reseeded  area. 


454 


689  NR 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-related 


MSO-75/I       A  wilderness  classification  would  deny  access  to 

legally  reserved  BN  mineral  ownerships. 

PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 

Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 

MSO-75/I       Niomerous  vehicular  ways  exist  within  the  unit. 

MSO-101/I**     The  fact  that  these  roads  often  extend  through  and 

across  these  areas  suggests  that  they  play  a  larger 
role  in  rural  access  than  might  some  isolated 
dead-end  road.   Whether  or  not  maintained  by 
mechanical  means,  these  roads  may  be  essential  to 
the  maintenance  of  existing  resource  uses.   They 
are  incompatible  with  a  meaningful  interpretation 
of  what  is  meant  by  wilderness ....  Roads  passing 
through. . . (area  shown) . . .by  the  Montana  AMS  and 
topographic  maps. 

Minerals 

MSO-75/I       BN  AMR  sec.  27,  29,  31,  33,  35  lie  within  the 

boundaries  of  the  unit.... The  unit  lies  to  the  south 
of  areas  known  to  have  recoverable  coal  reserves 
and  must  be  considered  to  have  at  least  moderate 
coal  potential. 


I 
I 
I 
I 
1 
I 
I 
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I 


I 
I 
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690 


NR 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-related 


MSO-075/I     It  is  recommended  that  this  area  be  kept  in 
multiple  use. 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 


Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 


MSO-075/I 

Minerals 
MSO-075/I 


The  proposed  section  would  cut  many  roads 
which  honeycomb  the  area. 


The  major  potential  in  the  area  is  bentonite 
occurrences  in  the  Pierre.   This  area  borders 
the  Black  Hills  bentonite  district  and  must  be 
considered  to  have  high  bentonite  potential.... 
This  area  is  characterized  by  higher  than 
normal  temperature  gradients  which  suggests 
that  the  area  has  some  geothermal  potential . . . , 
Of  the  eight  proposed  sections  in  T13N,  R55E, 
Burlington  Northern  has  AMR  rights  to  5 
sections:   Sec.  27,  29,  31,  33,  &  35. 
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691 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-related 


MSO-75/I       It  is  recommended  that  the  present  multiple-use 

status  be  maintained. 


PRIVATE  LAND 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 


Minerals 


of  the  dome.   An  area  of  elevated  or  abnormal 
temperature  gradients  occurs  near  these  igneous 
dikes.   A  well  in  the  same  general  location  flows 
warm  sulphur  water.   In  summary,  all  of  the 
indicators  suggest  that  there  is  a  moderate 
potential  for  geotheannal  resources. 

WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 

Opportunities  for  Primitive  Recreation 

MSO-101/I**    Area  totally  lack(s)  any  striking  or  superior 

recreational  opportunities. 


I 
I 
I 

I 
I 
I 


MSO-75/I       Designated  wilderness  would  remove  these  areas 

from  BN  usage.   Also,  the  Stellar  Creek  Road 
(TllN,  R39E) ,  which  borders  proposed  Sec.  33 
(also  BN  AMR)  would  be  cut  by  proposed  Sec.  29 
and  30.   The  Stellar  Creek  Road  is  the  major 
access  route  to  BN  AMR  properties  in  the  central     m 
portion  of  this  township  (TllN,  R39E) .   (BN  AMR      M 
Sections  affected:   9,  15,  23,  21,  27,  35,  19,  7, 
and  5)  . 

yi 
^  '  p 

MSO-75/I       The  potential  for  industrial  minerals  in  the  area  m 

is  bentonite  within  the  Claggett.   Porcupine  Dome  M 
has  a  number  of  indications  of  potential  geothermal 

resources,  although  these  indicators  are  not  strong.  _ 

Tertiary  igneous  dikes  are  present  near  the  center  M 

of  the  dome.   An  area  of  elevated  nr    ^hnn-rmal  i"« 


I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
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69  3  -  0' FALLON  CREEK  nr 


PRIVATE  LAND 

MSO-101/I**    Wilderness  areas  should  not  include  state  or  fee 

lands.,  (i.e.  this  area) 


PRIVATE  LAND 


458      m 

694  m     I 

I 


MSO-75/I       BN  AMR  Sec.  9  and  15  (TllN,  R54E)  and  Sec.  29 

(TUN)  ,  R55E)  lie  within  the  boundaries  of  this 
proposed  unit. .. .Wilderness  classification  would 
clearly  deny  access  to  legally  reserved  BN 
mineral  ownerships. 

PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 

Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 

MSO-75/I       Several  vehicular  ways  exist  within  the  unit. 

Minerals 

MSO-75/I       This  unit  is  east  and  south  of  areas  of  known 

coal  reserves  and  is  underlain  by  lignite.  The 
area  can  be  considered  to  have  at  least  moderate 
coal  potential. 


I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
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695 


TENMILE  CREEK 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-related 


MC-0  61/C/O 

MC-059/C 

MC-060/C/O 


Not  wilderness — rolling  hills. 

Not  wilderness — rolling  mostly  flat  country. 

Don't  see  any  purpose,  just  open  country. 


E 


PRIVATE  LAND 


MSO-75/I 


BN  AMR  Sec.  1  is  within  the  boundaries  of  the  unit. 


I 


E 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 


Roads  and  Vehicular  VJays 


MC-059/C 


MC-060/C/O 


MC-061/C/O 


One  road  within  Area  695.   Road  built  around  1915 
for  homesteader  and  rebuilt  about  1950  by  seismo- 
graphers.   Road  is  manitained  each  year  by  Dick  Creek 
and  Larry.   Road  goes  SE  from  Larry's  and  joins  with 
existing  roads. 

Two  roads  within  Area  695....  Road  built  by  home- 
steaders, maintained  by  county  until  about  5 
years  ago.... Road  built  about  30-40  years  ago; 
maintained  every  year. 

Six  roads  within  Area  695.... Road  north  of  exist- 
ing road,  built  in  1930 's,  maintained  by  ranchers. 


Utility  Rights  of  Way 

MC-061/C/O     Powerline,  built  about  1972 


Fences 


MC-059/C/O 


Fences  between  SEc.  1  &  2.   Existing  fence  in 
Sec.  12  not  in  correct  location — is  farther  notth. 


MC-060/C/O     Fence  in  wrong  location, 
Reservoirs  and  Stock  Watering  Devices 


MC-060/C/O 
MC-061/C/O 


Spreader  dikes  built  about  1960  by  Dick  Creek 
with  BLM  permit. 

Dam. 
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701  -  ZOOK  CREEK 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-related 


MSO-020/RI 


Other 


MC-154/I** 


MC-158/RI 


MSO-020/RI 


This  letter  is  to  protest  the  designation  of 
Area  701  as  wilderness. 


If  the  area  in  question  is  ultimately  determined 
to  be  suitable  for  designation  as  wilderness, 
the  construction  of  permanent  roads,  permanent 
structures,  and  permanent  installations  would  be 
prohibited.   If  in  the  future,  Consol  determines 
to  mine  coal  on  its  holdings,  such  mining  would 
be  significantly  hindered  by  such  prohibitions 
on  the  surrounding  lands. 

What  about  controlling  prairie  dogs  on  the  land? 
....How  would  we  be  able  to  control  fires  if  so 
designated?. .. .We  would  be  unable  to  control 
grasshoppers,  crickets,  and  pine  beetles.... 
Orie  of  the  most  important  considerations  should 
be  how  are  older  citizens  going  to  enjoy  this 
land.   They  will  be  unable  to  backpack  in  these 
areas  and  as  it  is  today  they  can  drive  through 
in  a  pick-up,  which  they  do. .. .This  past  winter 
we  had  to  plow  snow  on  this  land  to  get  the 
cattle  out  to  keep  them  from  starving. 

I  am  sure  the  Bureau  will  evaluate  the  mineral 
and  oil  and  gas  potential  which  in  itself  should 
be  enough  to  keep  this  area  from  becoming  an 
economic  waste . 


I 
I 

I 

■ 

I 
I 
I 
I 

(J 


PRIVATE  LAND 


MSO-020/RI 


Lands  in  areas  701  and  736  should  be  considered 
for  transfer  to  the  State  of  Montana  as  the 
federal  government  is  obliged  to  transfer  some 
19,000  acres  that  are  owed  to  the  state  of 
Montana.   Such  a  transfer  would,  in  my  opinion, 
be  preferable  to  wilderness  designation.... 
This  area  is  entirely  surrounded  by  private  land 
and  if  our  ability  to  use  this  BLM  area  in  our 
ranch  operation  is  restricted  or  denied,  it 
would  be  difficult  to  see  why  the  private  land 
owners  should  give  access  to  the  701  area. 


I 


I 
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^  701    -    ZOOK   CREEK 

pi 

•'     PRIVATE  LAND  (CONT.) 

MSO-075/I      The  unit  borders  BN  AMR  section  on  the  east  and 
-'  a  wilderness  classification  will  restrict  access 

from  that  direction. 

Iw  . 

PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 
L,       Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 

MSO-075/I      Several  vehicular  ways  exist  within  the  unit. 

W. 

m  MSO-020/RI     One  road  up  Coal  Bank  Creek Short  road  to  a 

_  BLM  reservoir  just  off  of  Coal  Bank  Creek.... 

Third  road  on  Zook  Creek This  road  (Zook 

^  Creek  Road)  is  traversed  by  a  pipeline  across 

forty  acres  of  BLM...and  is  essential  to  main- 
tain these  improvements  and  to  provide  water 

1^  to  the  area. 

m 

MSO-101/I**    Roads  passing  through  (area  shown)  by  the 

Montana  AMS  and  topographic  maps.... The  fact 
'^  that  these  roads  often  extend  through  and 

across  these  areas  suggests  that  they  play  a 
larger  role  in  rural  access  than  might  some 
isolated  dead-end  road.   Whether  or  not  main- 
tained by  mechanical  means,  these  roads  may 
be  essential  to  the  maintenance  of  existing 
resource  uses.   They  are  incompatible  with  a 
meaningful  interpretation  of  what  is  meant  by 
wilderness . 

Fences 

MC-158/RI      Seven  miles  of  fence  surround  my  BLM  lease 

alone. 

Reservoirs  and  Stock  Watering  Devices 

MSO-020/RI      Reservoir  (just  off  of  Coal  Bank  Creek)  will 

need  maintenance  in  the  years  to  come. 

MC-T58/RI      Three  wells  the t  have  to  have  constant  atten- 
tion and  maintcining. .. .Three  weak  springs  that 
have  a  high  cor  tent  of  alkali  and  are  good  only 
for  livestock  end  require  some  maintaining.... 
The  reservoirs  also  need  maintaining  to  some 
extent. 


I 
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701  -  ZOOK  CREEK 

PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS  (CONT,).< 
Fixed  Site  Facilities 


MSO-020/RI 

Minerals 
MSO-075/I 

MC-154/I^'"'' 

Grazing 
MSO-020/RI 


MSO-020/RI 


MC-158/RI 


Timber 


MC-158/RI 


Recreation 


MSO-020/RI 


A  windmill  shared  with  a  neighbor,  Mr.  John 
Moreland.   A  permitted  windmill  (on  Zock  Creek) . 


The  unit  lies  immediately  adjacent  to  an  area 
of  known  coal  reserves  and  must  be  considered 
of  high  coal  potential. 

Consolidation  Coal  Company  has  substantial 
holdings  surrounding  (Unit  701).   These  holdings 
include  fee  land,  coal  leases,  and  leased  surface 
lands. 


It  is  our  contention  that  wilderness  restric- 
tions as  written  in  the  Wilderness  Act,  will 
in  the  course  of  time,  eliminate  grazing  of 
cattle  due  to  the  inability  of  the  leasee  to 
maintain  these  and  other  planned  improvements 
which  would  be  of  productive  benefit  to  the  area, 

A  large  portion  of  this  area  is  used  by  the 
Brown  Cattle  Co.  in  a  rotation  pasture  system 
with  private  and  state  land  and  is  essential 
to  our  operation  on  the  west  side  of  the  Tongue 
River. 

I  think  it  would  be  a  mistake  to  designate 
this  particular  block  of  grazing  land  as  wilder- 
ness.  As  a  stockman,  I  think  it  would  be  a  big 
headache  to  use,  more  red  tape,  and  certainly 
more  cost  to  the  Bureau. 


There  is  estimated  to  be  4,000,000  board  feet 
of  good  timber  on  the  unit.   How  could  this  be 
harvested  if  so  designated? 


We  have  always  allowed  people  to  use  our  private 
bridge  across  the  Tongue  River  and  have  given 
access  to  the  area  for  hunting  and  other  reason- 
able activities. 


I 
I 

I 

I 
1 
I 
I 


I 
I 
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701  -  ZOOK  CREEK 


WILDERNESS  CHARA.CTERISTICS 

Supplemental 

MC-158/RI      No  environmental  concern  is  shown  here  as  to 

the  historic,  cultural,  or  scenic  values, 
fish  or  wildlife  resources. 


I 
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70  2  -  BUFFALO  CREEK                           R 

GENERAL  OPINIONS 

Decision-related 

m   ' 

1 

MS0-9/E        Has  interesting  land  forms  and  vegetation  and 

should  be  studied. 

PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 

Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 

MC-32/C        Roads  (bladed) . 

MC-32/C        Fire  trails  and  water  bars  constructed  during 

1971  fire. 

Utility  Rights  of  Way 

MC-32/C        Water  pipeline. .. .Powerline. 

Fences 

MC-32/C        BLM  built  fence. 

Minerals 

MC-32/C        Abandoned  oil  well. 

9 

1 

1 

IB 
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704  -  ROUGH  CREEK 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 

Dec is ion- related 

MS0-9/E        Large  enough  to  warrant  study  of  wilderness 

potential. 

Other 

MC-149/I       If  the  area  704  goes  into  a  wilderness  area  the 

present  S50  hunting  program  couldn't  continue. 
During  1974,  '75,  '76,  hunters  averaged  150  per 
year. 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 

Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 

MC-149/I       Graded  road  maintained  about  2  years  ago.... 

Dozer  bladed  road  maintained  in  1977  and  periodi- 
cally maintained  for  ranch  access  and  fire 
fighting  access. 

MC-149/I        Access  road. 

Utility  Rights  of  Way 

MC-149/I       Water  pipeline  constructed  in  1978. 

Fences 

MC-149/I       Boundary  fence. 

Minerals 


jy  MC-149/I  Dry   oil  well. 

I 
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706  -  POWDERVILLE 


SIZE-  AND/OR  BOUNDARY-RELATED  COMMENTS 


MSO-0  09/E      Large  enough  to  warrant  study  of  wilderness 

potential. 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 


Fences 


MC-107/R 


MSO-42/I**     High  prospective  for  uranium  accumulation  in 

the  Cretaceous  Fox  Hills  sandstone;  the  sub- 
ject of  active  uranium  reconnaissance. 

Grazing 

MC-107/R       Hay  meadows. 


I 
I 
I 


I 


Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 

MC-107/R       Dozer  road  that  is  kept  up two  county            ^ 

roads . 

Utility  Rights  of  Way  .           I 

MC-107/R       Electric  line  running  parallel  to  the  road           tm 

on  the  northeast  two  sections .  I 


I 
I 


MC-107/R       Barbed  wire  fences. 

MC-113/C       Fences. 

Reservoirs  and  Stock  Watering  Devices 

MC-113/C       Reservoir,  Sec,  14.   Well,  Sec.  24.   Well  I 

and  reservoir.  Sec.  25.   Reservoir,  Sec.  26. 

MC-107/R       Two  springs.   Reservoir. 

Fixed  Site  Facilities 


I 


Five  sets  of  buildings.   Windmills.  y 

MC-113/C       Mill  and  corral.  Sec.  24.   Mill,  Sec,  25. 
Minerals  ^ 


I 


I 
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706  -  POWDERVILLE 


WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 

Naturalness 

MC-027/C       Area  gone  across  with  cat. 

Other 

MC-170/R       I  don't  think  it  would  make  a  very  attractive 

area  for  wilderness. 
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GENERAL  OPINIONS 


70  7  -  POCOCHEDIE  CREEK  .  ■    R      ■ 

I 


Decision-related 

MC-148/R       I  am  writing  with  reference  to  Wilderness  Unit 

#707  which  I  feel  should  be  removed  from 
further  consideration  as  a  wilderness  area. 

MC-003/C/O     Don't  want  as  wilderness.   Don't  think  would 

meet  wilderness  criteria. 


SIZE-  AND/OR  BOUNDARY-RELATED  COMMENTS 


MC-14  8/R       Area  707  is  very  odd  shaped,  being  long  and 

narrow.   At  some  points  it  is  no  more  than 
40  acres  wide.   Although  it  does  meet  the 
technical  definition  of  5,000  contiguous 
acres,  it  is  not  at  all  suited  for  use  as  a 
wilderness  area  because  of  its  irregular  and 
narrow  shape. 

MC-OOl/C       I  was  amazed  that  an  area  such  as  this  with 

some  sections  only  40  acres  wide  and  bordering 
all  the  way  on  the  west  side  habitations  and 
development  would  be  included  in  further  study. 

MSO-009/E      Large  enough  to  warrant  study  of  wilderness 

potential. 

PRIVATE  LAND 

MC-148/R       Deeded  land  on  both  sides  of  707;  therefore, 

by  law,  access  would  have  to  be  provided  across 
the  area. 

PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 

Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 

MC-14  8/R       Several  roads  exist  that  have  been  repeatedly 

maintained  and  improved  by  mechanical  means . 


I 


MSO-101/I**    This  area  is  one  which  either  displays  unac- 
ceptable irregular  outlines  or  is  too  small         m 
to  comply  with  the  intent  of  Congress.  I 


I 


I 


E 
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707  -  POCOCHEDIE  CREEK 

PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS  (CONT.) 

Fences 

MC-003/C/O     Fence  on  boundary. 

MC-148/R       Fences  are  very  evident  and  crisscross  the 

area  repeatedly. 

Reservoirs  and  Stock  Watering  Devices 

MC-148/R       Location  means  that  it  has  numerous  well  for 

spring  feeding,  many  reservoirs.   I  have  added 
three  wells. 

Fixed  Site  Facilities 

*-       MC-148/R       Corral. 

MC-OOl/C       The  well  shown  in  Sec.  28,  T2S ,  R54E,  also 
y  has  a  windmill  on  it. 

Minerals 

MSO-042/I**    High  prospective  for  uranium  acciimulation  in 

Ethe  Cretaceous  Fox  Hills  sandstone;  the 
subject  of  active  uranium  reconnaissance. 

F'    WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 
Naturalness 

1^       MC-148/R       Area  is  located  extremely  close  to  the  center 

of  economic  and  recreational  activity  for 
almost  its  entire  length.   It  parallels  Crow 
Creek  and  the  county  road  and  therefore  offers 

'-'  little  opportunity  for  a  true  wilderness  experi- 

ence.  Almost  all  of  the  area  is  within  eyesight 
I  and  certainly  within  earshot  of  road  traffic, 

snowmobilers,  haying  machinery,  motorcyclists, 
and  winter  feeding  operations.   Power  lines 

r  and  habitations  are  visible  from  much  of  the 

j^  area.   Since  most  of  the-^activity  of  the 

ranches  in  this  vicinity  is  concentrated  along 
Crow  Creek  the  very  close  proximity  of  707  to 

I  the  creek  makes  it  unsuitable  as  a  wilderness. 

■»  Users  of  the  area  as  a  wilderness  would  be 

subjected  to  a  frequent  flow  of  pickups  and 

E-  horsetrailers,  maintenance  vehicles  for  wells, 
machinery  for  reservoir  and  dike  work,  fencing 
vehicles,  and  other  traffic. 
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707  -  POCOCHEDIE  CREEK 

WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS  (CONT.) 

Other 

MC-OOl/C       Since  this  area  of  public  land  has  no 

natural  water,  a  true  roadless  area  would 
eventually  let  the  man-made  water  expire 
to  the  detriment  of  wildlife  and  livestock, 


I 
I 

I 


I 
I 


I 
I 
I 
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709  -  DRY  CREEK 


L 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-related 


MC-003/C/O 


#709  is  bad  wilderness,  but  #730  is  worse. 


SIZE-  and/or  BOUNDARY-RELATED  COMMENTS 


c 


L 
C 


e 


r 


MSO-0  09/E 


Large  enough  to  warrant  study  of  wilderness  poten- 
tial. 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 

Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 

MC-IOO/C       A  road  runs  through  Sections  13,  24 

MC-037/C/O     Maintained  road. 

Fences 


MC-00  3/C/O 
MC-IOO/C 


No  fence  as  listed  on  map. 

There  is  a  fence  on  the  north  side  of  sections 
14  and  13;  on  the  east  side  of  13,  25,  and  2  5; 
a  southeast-northwest  fence  through  section  31; 
and  a  fence  on  the  west  side  of  14  and  23. 


Reservoirs  and  Stock  Watering  Devices 


MC-IOO/C 


There  is  a  reservoir  on  Section  14  and  another 
on  Section  13. 


MC-037/C/O     Reservoir. 
Fixed  Site  Facilities 


MC-IOO/C 
MC-037/C/O 
Minerals 
MSO-042/I** 


There  is  a  windmill  on  Section  13, 
Windmills. 


Highly  prospective  for  uranixam  accumulation  in 
the  basal  Creatceous  sandstone  which  hosts  for  the 
uranium  deposits  located  in  the  Alzada  area  by 
Kerr-McGee,  Amoco,  and  others. 
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710  -  SPRING  CREEK 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-related 


MSO-009/E 
MC-003/C/O 


Has  interesting  land  forms  and  vegetation  and 
should  be  studied. 

#710  would  make  poor  wilderness,  because  of  access. 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 

Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 
MC-IOO/C 


MC-003/C/O 

MC-037/C/O 

Fences 
MC-IOO/C 


MC-118/C 
MC-003/C/O 


There  is  a  bladed  road  running  through  sections 
35,  26,  27,  22,  14,  and  ends  approximately  on  the 
line  between  sections  14  and  11.   I  now  use  this 
road. 

Road,  passable  and  used,  but  not  maintained  or 
improved . 

Bladed  oil  and  gas  road  from  Sec.  35  north  through 
2  6  and  17,  22,  ends  in  11. 


There  is  fence  on  the  south  side  of  the  north 
h   of  Section  35;  along  the  east  side  of  North  h 
of  Section  35  runs  northeasterly  across  25  and 
24  and  along  east  side  of  section  13.   Also  a 
fence  jogs  along  the  breaks  on  north  side  of 
section  13.   Also  a  fence  on  the  west  side  of 
section  35,  part  of  the  west  side  of  26  and  through 
the  southeast  h   of  27. 

Boundary  f ences ....  Cross  fence. 

Three  or  four  fences  in  vicinity  of  tributary 
of  Spring  Creek. 


Reservoirs  and  Stock  Watering  Devices 

Well  not  noted  on  Sec.  19 Spring  in  Sec.  18. 

Maintain  wells. 


MC-118/C 
MC-IOO/C 
Fixed  Site  Facilities 


MC-118/C 


Windmill  not  noted  on  Sec.  19 


I 


I 
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710  -  SPRING  CREEK 


Minerals 


MSO-042/I**     Highly  prospective  for  uraniiim  accumulation  in  the 

basal  Cretaceous  sandstone  which  hosts  for  the 
uranium  deposits  located  in  the  Alzada  area  by 
Kerr-McGee,  Amoco,  and  others. 

MC-IOO/C       Oil  well  test  hole. 
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711 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 
Decision-related 


MSO-009/E 

MC-017/C 
MC-019/C 
MC-009/C 

MC-012/R 

MC-015/C 

MC-008/C 

PRIVATE  LAND 
MC-009/C 
MSO-101/I** 


Large  enough  to  warrant  study  of  wilderness 
potential. 

A  lot  of  this  area  isn't  isolated  as  I  see  it. 

A  lot  of  this  area  isn't  what  I  call  isolated, 

I  am  very  much  ag9:inst  any  wilderness  area  in  this 
area  as  it  would  inconvenience  me  in  many  ways. 

Damn  sure  don't  want  wilderness.   Couldn't  do 
anything  on  land  (without  vehicle) . 

We  don't  need  wilderness.   Hunters  are  enough 
trouble. 


I  think  it  should  be  thrown  out. 
enough. 


.Hunters  are 


About  a  section  of  deeded  land. 

Wilderness  areas  should  not  include  state  or  fee 
lands.   (i.e.  this  area) 


I 

I 

I 
I 


I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 

Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 

MC-019/C       County  road,  privately  maintained. 

Added  private  roads. .. .County  roads, 


MC-034/R/O 
MC-043/C/O 

MC-161/C 

MC-009/C 
MC-040/C/O 


Road  dozed  in  when  furrowing  was  done. .. .Another 
road  was  bladed  in  to  Mobile  Pellet  from  Griffin 
allotment. 

(There  is)  a  well  kept  road  on  our  permit.... 
Repair  work  is  done  by  traveling  on  the  unit 
with  a  motorized  vehicle. 

Maintained  road. 

Private  maintained  road. 


I 


B 


I 
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PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS  (CONT.) 
Utility  Rights  of  Way 


MC-019/C 

MC-34/R/0 

MC-04  7/C 

MC-009/C 

MC-040/C/O 

Fences 

MC-046/C 

MC-04  3/C/O 

MC-161/C 


R.E.A.  line — privately  maintained. .. .Buried 
telephone. .. .Telephone  poles  and  line. 

REA  line. 

Underground  telephone  line. 

Oil  pipeline. 

Telephone  line. 

Fences  surrounding  the  area. 

Has  cross  fence  through  middle  of  allotment  and 
is  sheep  tight  around  allotment. 

It  is  fenced. 


Reservoirs  and  Stock  Watering  Devices 


MC-046/C 
MC-046/C 
MC-048/C 
MC-009/C 

MC-043/C/O 

MC-161/C 

Grazing 

MC-046/C 

MC-008/C 

MC-04  3/C/O 


Reservoirs  on  allotments. 

Water  spreaders  in  Sec.  9,  4. 

Reservoir. 

Two  reservoirs  on  allotment ....  Two  reservoirs 
on  deeded  land. .. .Water  spreader  dikes. 

Five  reservoirs  on  the  allotment. 

Two  man  made  dams. 

Contour  furrowing  on  both  allotments. 
Area  is  contoured. 
Contour  furrowing. 


712  -  CORRAL  CREEK  ^       fl 

I 

SIZE-  AND/OR  BOUNDARY- RELATED  COMMENTS  * 

MSO-009/E      Large  enough  to  warrant  study  of  wilderness  | 

potential.  ■ 


PRIVATE  LAND 


I 

MSO-101/l**    Wilderness  areas  should  not  include  state  or        m 

fee  lands  (i.e.  this  area).  M 

PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS  "^ 

Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 
MC-0  49/C       Numerous  roads. 

MC-017/C       County  road.   Privately  maintained  road. 
Utility  Rights  of  Way  "■' 

MC-0  34/R       REA  line.   Telephone  line.  ■ 

MC-017/C       Telephone  line.   REA  line.   Pipeline, 

Reservoirs  and  Stock  Watering  Devices  '^ 

MC-049/C       Two  water  wells. 


WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 
Opportunities  for  Solitude 


isolated  as  I  see  it. 


I 
I 

MC-017/C       A  lot  of  this  area  isn't  out  of  sight  of  vehicle     I 

trafficker  buildings,   a  lot  of  this  area  isn't      I 

I 
I 
I 
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GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision- related 


MSO-009/E      Large  enough  to  warrant  study  of  wilderness 

potential. 

MC-028/C/O     Strongly  against  it  for  wilderness.   Obviously 

doesn't  meet  present  criteria,  i.e.  road. 

Other 

MC-028/C/O     Good  wild  game  area,  near  improved  meadows. 

Vehicular  hunters  would  have  problems. 

PRIVATE  LAND 

m 

MC-028/C/O     Encloses  state  section. 

\m  MSO-101/I**    wilderness  areas  should  not  include  state  or 

fee  lands  (i.e.  this  area). 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 

Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 

MC-031/C       County  road. 

MC-022/C       The  road  up  through  the  tract  is  county-owned, 

and  the  local  people  maintain  the  road. 

MC-114/RI      A  road  runs  on  the  north  side  of  the  area  and 

is  used  for  getting  to  fences,  wells,  and  to 
care  for  livestock. .. .The  county  road  to  Belle 
Creek  and  various  ranches  runs  directly  through 
the  middle  of  the  area.   This  road  is  maintained 
year  around. 

MC-12  8/C/0     There  is  a  road  through  the  state  section  which 

is  graveled,  maintained,  and  graded. . . .May  go 
with  lawyer  to  declare  use  of  (this)  road, 
because  has  used  the  road  regularly  all  his 
life. 

Utility  Rights  of  Way 

MC-022/C       A  buried  telephone  line  runs  through  the  tract 

along  the  county  road. 
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Reservoirs  and  Stock  Watering  Devices 

MC-128/C/0     One  or  two  reservoirs.  M 

MC-114/RI      The  reservoirs  generally  dry  up  in  early  June. 

Fixed  Site  Facilities 
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PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS  (CONT.) 

Utility  Rights  of  Way  ( Cent . ) 

MC-114/RI      There  are  posts  through  the  area  marking  the 

underground  telephone  line. 

MC-12  8/C/0     Buried  telephone  cable  follows  road. 

Fences 

MC-031/C       Fences.   Individual  units  fenced  off.   I  own 

approximately  2,5  miles  fence. 


MC-12  8/C/0     One  windmill. 

MC-114/RI      There  are  windmills  in  the  area  that  have  to  be 

maintained. 

Minerals 

MSO-042/I**    High  prospective  for  uranium  accumulation  in  the 

Cretaceous  Fox  Hills  sandstone;  the  subject  of 
active  uranium  reconnaissance. 


I 
I 
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GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision- related 


MS0-9/E        Large  enough  to  warrant  study  of  wilderness  potential. 

PRIVATE  LAND 

MSO-101/I**    Wilderness  areas  should  not  include  state  or  fee  lands, 

(i.e.  this  area) 


ij^ 


I 


I 
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GENERAL  OPINIONS  ■   ■ 

Decision-related 

MS0-9/E        Large  enough  to. warrant  study  of  wilderness 

potential. 

PRIVATE  LAND 

MSO-101/I**     Wilderness  areas  should  not  include  state  or  fee 

lands  (i.e.  this  area). 

PHYSICAL  DEVELOPiyLENTS 

Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 

MC-120/C       Bladed  roads--work  was  done  on  the  road  last  fall, 


Fences 

MC-2/RI        Fences. 

Reservoirs  and  Stock  Watering  Devices 

MC-2/RI        Stock  reservoirs. 

Fixed  Site  Facilities 

MC-120/C       Two  wooden  bridges  which  may  be  on  BLM. 

Minerals 

MSO~42/I**      Highly  prospective  for  uranium  accumulation  in 

the  basal  Cretaceous  sandstone  which  hosts  for 
the  uranium  deposits  located  in  the  Alzada  area 
by  Kerr-McGee,  Amoco,  and  others. 


I 
I 
1 

I 

I 
I 
I 
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MSO-101/I**    The  fact  that  these  roads  often  extend  through 

and  across  these  areas  suggests  that  they  play 
a  larger  role  in  rural  access  than  might  some       W 
isolated  dead-end  road.   Whether  or  not  main-       •■ 
tained  by  mechanical  means,  these  roads  may  be 
essential  to  the  maintenance  of  existing  resource    Hf 
uses.   They  are  incompatible  with  a  meaningful      g 
interpretation  of  what  is  meant  by  wilderness.... 
Roads  passing  through  area  shown  by  the  Montana     op 
AJ^IS  and  topographic  maps.  M 


1 
I 
I 
I 
I 
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GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Other 
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MC-119/R 


£ 


MC-129/C 


MC-013/C/O 


In  my  opinion,  making  this  area  a  wilderness 
area  would  have  a  very  adverse  effect  upon  my 
ranching  operation  as  I'm  sure  it  would  on  other 
area  ranchers.   I  feel  it  could  possibly  mean  a 
termination  of  having  an  operational  ranch, 
depending  on  exact  regulations. 

Carter  County  can^t  afford  this  much  land 
taken  out  of  production.   Tax  base  is  needed. 
Ranch  operations  require  vehicles;  horses 

aren't  enough. 

Terrible  burden  if  it  went  into  wilderness. 
Keep  operating  as  in  past,  then  reasonable. 
Always  believed  wilderness  in  mountains,  not 
on  plains. 


SIZE-  AND/OR  BOUNDARY-RELATED  COMMENTS 


MSO-009/E 


MSO-101/I'"'^ 


Large  enough  to  warrant  study  of  wilderness 
potential. 

This  area  is  one  which  either  displays  unaccept- 
able irregular  outlines  or  is  too  small  to 
comply  with  the  intent  of  Congress. 


PRIVATE  LAND 


MSO- 101/1*" 


Wilderness  areas  should  not  include  state  or 
fee  lands  (i.e.  this  area). 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 


Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 


MC-050/C/O 


MC-129/C 


t 


Road  bladed  about  1974,  used  every  summer.... 
Road  traveled  on.... Old  track  used  all  the  time, 
On  Walker  (allotment)  improved  road,  maintained 

Road  used  and  maintained ... .Well-maintained 
road. .. .Maintained  at  least  to  reservoir.... 
Built-up,  graded  road. 
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PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS  (CONT.) 

Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways  (Cont.) 

MC-138/C       Hay  road— R60E,  T4S,  Sec.  31.   Road— R59E, 

T5S,  Sec.  11.   Hay  road — R60E,  T4S,  Sec.  8, 
17,  &  1 9. .. .Frequently  used  road — R6  0E,  T5S, 
Sec.  4. 


MSO- 101/1'"" 


Fences 


reservoir. 


I 
I 
1 
I 
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Roads  passing  through  (area  shown)  by  the  ■ 

Montana  AMS  and  topographic  maps.... The  fact  " 

that  these  roads  often  extend  through  and  across 

these  areas  suggests  that  they  play  a  larger  role  flj 

in  rural  access  than  might  some  isolated  dead-end  Jp 

road.   Whether  or  not  maintained  by  mechanical 

means,  these  roads  may  be  essential  to  the  || 

maintenance  of  existing  resource  uses.   They  are  J 

incompatible  with  a  meaningful  interpretation  of 

what  is  meant  by  wilderness.  ^ 

I 
I 


MC-119/R       Fences. 

MC-138/C       Fences--R60E,  T4S,  Sec.  31. 

MC-013/C/O     Two  fence  lines,  N-S ,  3/4  mile  apart.  | 

E-W  fence  between  Oleson  and  Bonnif ield. 

Reservoirs  and  Stock  Watering  Devices  I 

MC-129/C       Reservoir. 

MC-013/C/O     Spreaders  reworked  in  1977.   Two  pit  reservoirs,      m 

one  silted  in.   May  be  an  additional  pit 


I 


MC-138/C       Two  reservoirs-dikes  to  spread  water — R60E,  T4S, 

Sec.  32.... Three  reservoirs — R60E,  T4S ,  Sec.  31. 

Reservoirs — R59E,  T5S,  Sec.  13  &  14 Dikes  and      H 

spreader  ditches — R60E,  T4S,  Sec,  8,  17,  &  19.        ^ 

I 


I 
I 
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PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS  (CONT.) 

Reservoirs  and  Stock  Watering  Devices  ( Cont . ) 


MC-026/C 


Spreader  dikes; 


Pit  reservoirs: 


NW% 

,  Sec. 

30, 

T6S, 

R62E 

NEk 

,  Sec. 

24, 

T6S, 

R61E 

NW% 

,  Sec. 

14, 

T6S, 

R62E 

SW% 

,  Sec. 

18, 

T6S, 

R62E 

SE% 

,  Sec. 

18, 

T6S, 

R62E 

NE% 

r  Sec. 

18, 

T6S, 

R62E 

sm 

Sec. 

17, 

T6S, 

R62E 

SE%, 

,  Sec. 

17, 

T6S, 

R62E 

NW% 

Sec. 

17, 

T6S, 

R62E 

NW%, 

NE^, 

Sec 

.  30, 

T6S, 

R62E 

SVIh, 

NE%, 

Sec 

.  30, 

T6S, 

R62E 

mJh, 

sw%, 

Sec 

.  19, 

T6S, 

R62E 

SW%, 

sw%, 

Sec 

.  19, 

T6S, 

R62E 

SE%, 

SE%, 

Sec 

.  21, 

T6S, 

R61E 

SE%, 

NW^, 

Sec 

.  25, 

T6S, 

R61E 

NE%, 

NW%, 

Sec 

.  24, 

T6S, 

R61E 

NW%, 

Sec. 

13, 

T6S, 

R62E 

SW^s, 

Sec. 

23, 

T6S, 

R61E 

MC-119/R 


L 


There  are  also  various  dugout  pits  and  reser- 
voirs which  have  cooperative  agreements  with 
the  BLM. .. .Permits  for  other  reservoirs, 
diversion  dikes,  ditches....!  have  a  diversion 
dam  and  ditch  on  this  land  that  I  depend  on.... 
Due  to  natural  erosion  and  sometimes  flood 
conditions  it  is  necessary  to  occasionally 
do  some  maintenance  on  this  dam  and  ditch 
with  heavy  equipment ....  If  I  wasn't  allowed 
to  go  on  this  land  with  motorized  equipment 
if  (the  dam  and  ditch)  needed  repair  and  the 
water  diverted  back  to  the  original  channel 
I'm  sure  it  would  cut  my  production  to  the 
point  where  I  could  no  longer  stay  in  business . 


Fixed  Site  Facilities 


MC-050/C/O 
MC-138/C 


Culverts. 

Docking  pens:  R60E,  T4S ,  Sec.  31.... 

Corrals:  R59E,  T5S,  Sec.  1 Adjacent  house, 

shed,  corrals:   R59E,  T5S,  Sec.  7. 
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PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS  (CONT.) 

Grazing 

MC-119/R       Hay  meadows .. .pasture  land. 

MC-129/C       Lack  of  predator  control  would  hurt  ranching 

operations. 

MC-138/C       165  acres  farm  ground:   R59E,  T5S,  Sec.  12. 

130  acres  farm  ground:   R59E,  T5S,  Sec.  7. 

fl 

WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 

Opportunities  for  Solitude 

Wu 

MC-129/C       Air  Force  practices  low  level  flying  (jets) 

and  bombing  practices  in  much  of  Carter  County. 
Sonic  booms  detract  from  solitude. 

' 

M 

''■ 

1 

■_-  1 
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GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-related 


W 


MS0-9/E        Large  enough  to  warrant  study  of  wilderness 
*•  potential. 

MC-173/R       There  are  man-made  features  affecting  this 
^  property  in  the  form  of  reservoirs  and  fences 

that  have  been  constructed  with  the  permission 
of  the  BLM  on  or  in  the  immediate  area  of  the 
;  property  being  considered  as  above  described, 

^  and  in  addition,  there  are  roads  and  trails  in 

existence  over  the  property.   Located  in  a  very 
m  unsettled  and  sparsely  populated  area  with 

l»  Belle  Fourche,  South  Dakota,  and  Broadus, 

Montana,  being  the  nearest  population  centers, 
r  both  a  considerable  distance  from  the  property. 

\^  We  fail  to  see  how  this  area  could  be  considered 

an  area  of  "critical  environmental  concern" 
wherein  the  land  involved  "needs  protection 
and  prevention  from  irreparable  damage  to 
important  historic,  cultural,  scenic  values, 
fish  and  wildlife  resources  or  other  natural 
systems  or  processes  or  to  protect  life  and 
L»  safety  from  natural  hazards."   Man  and  nature 

have  a  very  compatible  relationship,  at  this 

Otime,  and  I  am  sure  that  will  continue  in  the 
future  insofar  as  the  above  described  property  is 
concerned.   We  note  with  interest  that  this  area 

,  is  being  considered  for  wilderness  designation, 

where  it  appears  to  us  that  none  of  the  objec- 

*■*  tives  of  the  wilderness  designation  will  be 

served  by  declaring  this  area  wilderness.   We 
recently  read  where  Rainbow  Resources,  an  oil 

l»  drilling  company,  was  proposing  to  seek  BLM 

approval  to  drill  a  deep  oil  well  in  Montana 
on  BLM  property  located  in  prime  grizzly  bear 

L  habitat.   I  would  certainly  think  that  that  type 

of  situation  is  what  Congress  had  in  mind  when 

^  it  was  considering  designation  of  wilderness 

areas  and  the  protection  of  nature  and  natural 

'••  habitats  rather  than  the  above  described  proper- 

ties that  are  located  in  your  proposed  units 
#717  and  718.   I  would  strongly  urge  you  to  drop 

i^  the  above  described  properties  from  any  further 

consideration  as  wilderness  area  designation. 
What  purpose  will  be  served  by  designating  the 
area  wilderness?   Wilderness  designation  of  the 

*"  above  described  property  will  not  accomplish  any 

of  the  objectives  or  purposes  declared  in  the 

I  Federal  Land  Policy  and  Management  Act  that  are 

"^  not  already  in  existence  in  a  compatible  use 

relationship  with  man. 
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SIZE-  AND/OR  BOUNDARY-RELATED  COMMENTS 

MSO-101/I**    This  area  is  one  which  either  displays  unaccept- 
able irregular  outlines  or  is  too  small  to 
comply  with  the  intent  of  Congress. 

PRIVATE  LAND 

MC-173/R       Deeded  land  located  in  South  Dakota  and  Montana, 

together  with  our  leased  BLM  land  in  both  South 
Dakota  and  Montana,  comprise  our  ranching  unit. 

PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 

Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 

MC-45/C/0      Trail,  not  maintained,  but  used  regularly. 

Sec.  35,  T6S,  R62E. 

Fences 

MC-13/C/0      Fence  on  section  line. 


Reservoirs  and  Stock  Watering  Devices 

MC-17  3/R       Permits  from  the  BLM  for  construction  of  eight 

reservoirs. 

MC-13/C/0      Pit  reservoir  planned  in  Sec.  31,  T6S,  R63E. . . . 

Two  reservoirs  that  were  alkali.   Bonefield 
put  out..,. Good  reservoir,  Sec.  6,  TVS,  R63E.... 
Old  washed-out  diversion  dam. 

Grazing 

MC-17  3/R       BLM  has  deep  furrow  seeded  a  portion  of  our 

leased  property. 


I 

8 

3 


I 
1 


MC-173/R       Three  permits  for  the  construction  of  fences  I 

on  BLM  property.  * 


I 
1 
I 
t 
I 
I 
I 
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_     WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 
^        Opportunities  for  Solitude 

MC-173/R       Is  an  area  of  solitude  at  this  time. 

Opportunities  for  Primitive  Recreation 

MC-17  3/R       This  is  located  in  a  semi-arid  area  with  no 

live  streams,  creeks  or  rivers  running  through 
the  area.   Therefore,  the  area  does  not 
possess  outstanding  opportunity  for  primitive 
and  unconfined  type  of  recreation  due  to  the 
fact  that  it  is  so  far  removed  from  any  popu- 

^  lation  center  that  it  does  not  have  any  type 

^  of  recreation  to  offer  nor  can  any  type  of 

recreation  by  developed  for  this  particular 
property. .. .except  for  possible  hunting  of 

;  wildlife,  and  that  is  presently  available  to 

**  the  public. 

Potential  to  Revert  to  Natural  Condition 

MC-173/R       Land  is  only  suitable  for  raising  and  sustaining 
f^  brush,  rattlesnakes,  deer,  antelope,  and  all 

li^  are  doing  nicely  despite  the  limited  livestock 

grazing. 
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GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision- related 


MS0-9/E        Large  enough  to  warrant  study  of  wilderness 

potential. 
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iMSO-87/R       This  area  is  not  suitable  for  wilderness  because 

of  the  roads  which  have  been  marked  on  Department  -m 
of  Interior  maps  to  direct  the  public  and  also  I 
for  dirt  contractors  who  have  repaired  stock  "* 
dams.... The  economic  effect  to  have  this  put 
into  a  wilderness  certainly  would  be  a  hardship  I 
to  these  people  who  have  developed  their  ranch  ■ 
operation  over  a  lifetime  counting  on  these 
acreages. 


9 


i 


MC-173/R       There  are  man-made  features  affecting  this 

property  in  the  form  of  reservoirs  and  fences        ^ 
that  have  been  constructed  with  the  permission       M 
of  the  BLM  on  or  in  the  immediate  area  of  the 
property  being  considered  as  above  described, 
and  in  addition,  there  are  roads  and  trails  in 
existence  over  the  property.   Located  in  a  very 
unsettled  and  sparsely  populated  area  with 
Belle  Fourche,  South  Dakota,  and  Broadus , 
Montana,  being  the  nearest  population  centers, 
both  a  considerable  distance  from  the  property. 
We  fail  to  see  how  this  area  could  be  considered 
an  area  of  "critical  environmental  concern" 
wherein  the  land  involved  "needs  protection  and 
prevention  from  irreparable  damage  to  important 
historic,  cultural,  scenic  values,  fish  and  wild- 
life resources  or  other  natural  systems  or 
processes  or  to  protect  life  and  safety  from 
natural  hazards.   Man  and  nature  have  a  very 
compatible  relationship,  at  this  time,  and  I  am 
sure  that  will  continue  in  the  future  insofar  as 
the  above  described  property  is  concerned.   We 
note  with  interest  that  this  area  is  being  con- 
sidered for  wilderness  designation,  where  it 
appears  to  us  that  none  of  the  objectives  of 
the  wilderness  designation  will  be  served  by 
declaring  this  area  wilderness.   We  recently 
read  where  Rainbow  Resources,  an  oil  drilling 
company,  was  proposing  to  seek  BLM  approval  to 
drill  a  deep  oil  well  in  Montana  on  BLM  property 
located  in  prime  grizzly  bear  habitat.   I  would 


I 
I 
I 


I 
1 


I 
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GENERAL  OPINIONS  (CONT.) 

Decision-related  (Cont.) 

MC-173/R       certainly  think  that  that  type  of  situation  is 
(Cont.)      what  Congress  had  in  mind  when  it  was  consider- 
ing designation  of  wilderness  areas  and  the  pro- 
tection of  nature  and  natural  habitats  rather  than 
the  above  described  properties  that  are  located 
in  your  proposed  units  #717  and  #718.   I  would 
strongly  urge  you  to  drop  the  above  described 
properties  from  any  further  consideration  as 
wilderness  area  and  designation.   What  purpose 
will  be  served  by  designating  the  area  wilderness? 
Wilderness  designation  of  the  above  described 
property  will  not  accomplish  any  of  the  objectives 
or  purposes  declared  in  the  Federal  Land  Policy 
and  Management  Act  that  are  not  already  in  exis- 
tence in  a  compatible  use  relationship  with  man. 

SIZE-  and/or  BOUNDARY- RELATED  COMMENTS 

MSO-101/I**     This  area  is  one  which  either  displays  unaccept- 
able irregular  outlines  or  is  too  small  to  comply 
with  the  intent  of  Congress. 

PRIVATE  LAND 

MC-173/R       Deeded  land  located  in  South  Dakota  and  Montana, 

together  with  our  leased  BLM  land  in  both  South 
Dakota  and  Montana,  comprise  our  ranching  unit. 

PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 

Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 
MC-030/R        Roads. 
MC-025/R        Roads. 
Utility  Rights  of  Way 
MC-030/R       MDU  pipeline. 
MC-025/R       Pipeline. 
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PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS  (CONT.) 
Fences 
MC-030/R       Numerous  fences, 


1 
I 
1 


MC-173/R       Three  permits  for  the  construction  of  fences  on       m 

BLM  property. 

Reservoirs  and  Stock  Watering  Devices  M 

MC-030/R       Reservoirs. 


I 


MC-173/R       Permits  from  the  BLM  for  construction  of  eight 

reservoirs. 

MSO-087/R      There  are  no  natural  springs  to  water  wildlife         | 

or  livestock.   They  must  rely  on  man-made  water 
reservoirs  which  need  frequent  maintenance  as 
the  soil  is  clay. 


I 
I 


Grazing 

MC-025/R       Range  developments. 

MSO-087/R      This  area  is  used  by  several  ranchers  for  grazing      m 

livestock  and  many  fences  cross  through.  ^ 

MC-173/R       BLM  has  deep  furrow  seeded  a  portion  of  our  leased 

property. 

WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS  '  ■ 

Opportunities  for  Solitude 

MC-173/R       Is  an  area  of  solitude  at  this  time.  ■ 

Opportunities  for  Primitive  Recreation 


I 
i 


MC-173/R       This  is  located  in  a  semi-arid  area  with  no 

live  streams,  creeks  or  rivers  running  through 
the  area.   Therefore,  the  area  does  not  possess 
outstanding  opportunity  for  primitive  and  uncon- 
fined  type  of  recreation  due  to  the  fact  that 
it  is  so  far  removed  from  any  population  center        jk 
and  due  to  the  fact  that  it  does  not  have  any  I 

type  of  recreation  to  offer  nor  can  any  type 
of  recreation  be  developed  for  this  particular 
property. .. .except  for  possible  hunting  of  wild- 
life, and  that  is  presently  available  to  the  public. 


B 


491 


W 


718  -  INDIAN  CREEK 

WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS  (CONT.) 
Supplemental 

MC-173/R       Land  is  only  suitable  for  raising  and  sustaining 

brush,  rattlesnakes,  deer,  antelope,  and  all  are 
doing  nicely  despite  the  limited  livestock 
grazing. 


t 
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719  -  OWL  CREEK                             r 

i 

ma' 

GENERAL  OPINIONS 

Decision- 

related 

^H 

MC-llO/C 

I  am  very  much  against  turning  Area  719  into 
a  wilderness  area. 

Other 

MC-30/R 

We  are  not  listed  among  the  existing  users  of 
MC-719-a  and  we  should  be  (Newland  Ranch) . 

9 

SIZE-  AND/OR 

BOUNDARY-RELATED  COMMENTS 

MSO-101/I- 

**    This  area  is  one  which  either  displays 

unacceptable  irregular  outlines  or  is  too  small 
to  comply  with  the  intent  of  Congress. 

MS0-9/E 

Large  enough  to  warrant  study  of  wilderness 
potential. 

PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 

Roads  and 

Vehicular  Ways 

MC-159/C 

Numerous  road  ways  that  are  maintained  by 
machinery. 

MC-llO/C 

There  are  maintained  roads  in  certain  sections 
of  this  area.   These  are  roads  that  are  bull- 
dozed about  every  other  year.   This  bulldozing 
has  ruined  the  naturalness  of  the  land.   We  use 
these  roads  approximately  8  months  out  of  the 
year,  on  and  off,  to  feed  livestock  and  to 
travel  between  ranches. 

MC-25/R 

Roads . 

MC-30/R 

Roads . 

Utility  Rights  of  Way 

MC-llO/C 

There  is  an  oil  pipeline  running  along  the 
Montana/Wyoming  border,  splitting  this  area 
which  takes  away  the  naturalness. 

I 

MC-30/R 

MIDU  pipeline. 

■ 
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719  -  OWL  CREEK 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS  (CONT.) 

Utility  Rights  of  Way  (Cont.) 

MC-25/R        Pipeline. 

MC-159/C       Existing  pipeline. 

Fences 

MC-30/R        Numerous  fences. 

MC-159/C       Many  miles  of  fence. 

Reservoirs  and  Stock  Watering  Devices 

MC-159/C       27  reservoirs.   Considerable  diking  and 

ditching  development  for  water  spreading. 

MC-30/R        Reservoirs. 

Fixed  Site  Facilities 

MC-159/C       Lambing  camp  approximately  in  the  center  of 

this  area. 

Minerals 

MSO-42/I**      Highly  prospective  for  uranium  accumulation  in 

the  basal  Cretaceous  sandstone  which  hosts  for 
the  uranium  deposits  located  in  the  Alzada  area 
by  Kerr-McGee,  Amoco,  and  others. 

Grazing 

MC-25/R        Range  developments. 
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720  -  THOMPSON  CREEK 


NR 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-related 


MS0-81/I** 


We  recommend  on  the  basis  of  its  unsuitability 
for  wilderness  that  Inventory  Unit  720  be  dropped 
from  further  consideration  for  wilderness  areas 
as  soon  as  possible  so  that  the  Bureau  of  Land 
Management  may  more  effectively  evaluate  other 
areas. 


SIZE-  AND/OR  BOUNDARY- RELATED  COMMENTS 


MC-152/I** 


Uranium  Resources  Inc.  would  respectfully 
request  that  the  subject  claims  be  excluded 
from  the  wilderness  units.   If  this  is  not 
possible,  URI  would  request  that  recommenda- 
tions...for  Unit  720  be  removal  from  Wilderness 
Review  Process. 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 


Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 


MSO-101/I** 


MC-36/C/0 


Roads  passing  through. . . (area  shown} . . .by  the 
Montana  AMS  and  topographic  maps.... The  fact 
that  these  roads  often  extend  through  and  across 
these  areas  suggests  that  they  play  a  larger  role 
in  rural  access  than  might  some  isolated  dead-end 
road.   Whether  or  not  maintained  by  mechanical 
means,  these  roads  may  be  essential  to  the  main- 
tenance of  existing  resource  uses.   They  are 
incompatible  with  a  meaningful  interpretation 
of  what  is  meant  by  wilderness. 

Private  maintained  road. 


Reservoirs  and  Stock  Watering  Devices 
MC-2  4/C/0      Spreader  dike  system. 
Minerals 


MC-152/I** 


Amoco  Minerals  Company,  a  wholly  owned  subsidiary 
of  Standard  Oil  Company  (Indiana) ,  currently 
holds  certain  valid  uranium  mining  claims  located 
to  the  north  and  west  of  Alzada,  Carter  County, 
Montana. ., .Large  portions  of  these  claims  were 
included  within  the  boundaries  of  wilderness 
unit  #720. 


1 
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720  -  THOMPSON  CREEK 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS  (CONT.) 


Minerals    (Cont.) 


MSO-74/I** 


u 

c 


u 


MSO-101/l** 

MSO-42/I** 

MC-24/C/0 
MS0-81/I** 


km 


MC-152/I** 


MC-36/C/0 


Amoco 's  uranium  claims  are  on  record.   Assess- 
ment work  on  all  claims  is  current.   In  fact, 
there  are  on-going  exploration  and  feasibility 
testing  activities  at  this  time.   The  tests 
indicate  the  subject  claims  will  support 
commercial  uranium  production. 

There  is  additional  mineral  resource  potential 
in  this  area.   Surveys  already  carried  out  have 
noted  the  occurrences  of  valuable  minerals  in 
this  area. . . .bentonite. 

Highly  prospective  for  uranium  accumulation  in 
the  basal  Cretaceous  sandstone  which  hosts  for 
the  uranium  deposits  located  in  the  Alzada  area 
by  Kerr-McGee,  Amoco,  and  others. 

Bentonite  mining. 

The  high  probability  for  economic  uranium 
deposits  evidenced  by  the  several  established 
ore  occurrences  and  continuing  intense  activity 
by  several  uranium  exploration  firms  within  and 
adjacent  to  the  area  of  these  study  units  should 
be  sufficient  cause  for  dropping  this  unit  from 
further  consideration  as  wilderness  area. 

Exploration  and  feasibility  testing  results 
indicate  that  the  subject  claims  will  support 
commercial  uranium  production. 

Patented  bentonite  claims. 


WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 

Opportunities  for  Primitive  Recreation 


MSO-101/I** 


Area  totally  lacks  any  striking  or  superior 
recreational  opportunities. 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-related 


m       I 

721  -  FENCE  CREEK  R     I 

I 
I 

MS0-9/E        Has  interesting  land  forms  and  vegetation  and  should 

be  studied.  a 

I 
I 

I 

I 
I 
I 

I 
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I 

I 

I 
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72  3  -  COTTONWOOD  CREEK 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-related 


c 


I 


! 


MSO-081/I**    We  recommend  on  the  basis  of  its  unsuitability  for 

wilderness  that  Inventory  Unit  72  3  be  dropped  from 
further  consideration  for  wilderness  areas  as  soon 
as  possible  so  that  the  Bureau  of  Land  Management 
may  more  effectively  evaluate  other  areas. 

MC-160/C       I  am  very  much  against  this  plan  for  wilderness  in 

Sec.  32,  4,  5,  &  6  in  T7S,  R59E. 

SIZE-  AND /OR  BOUNDARY-RELATED  COMMENTS 

MSO-074/I**    Would  like  to  suggest  that  all  of  the  claims  be 

excluded  from  the  Wilderness  Units.   If  this  is 
not  possible.  Units  723,  729,  and  733  should  have 
the  unit  recommendations,  "The  unit  is  recommended 
as  not  qualifying  for  further  inventory  and  should 
be  dropped  from  the  wilderness  review  process." 

MSO-009/E      Large  enough  to  warrant  study  of  wilderness 

potential. 

PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 

Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 

MSO-081/I**    Seven  roads  used  for  ranching. . . .Many  more 

vehicular  ways  exist  in  these  areas.   Very  few 
ways,  continuous  enough  to  be  of  any  use  are 
maintained  solely  by  the  passage  of  vehicles. 
Creek  crossings  have  to  be  maintained  on  at  least 
an  annual  basis.   Deep  ruts  which  must  be  filled 
in  form  frequently  in  roads  upon  the  shalely 
ground  in  this  area. 

MSO-101/I**     Roads  passing  through. .. (area  shown) .. .by  the 

Montana  AMS  and  topographic  maps.... The  fact  that 
these  roads  often  extend  through  and  across  these 
areas  suggests  that  they  play  a  larger  role  in 
rural  access  than  might  some  isolated  dead-end 
road.   Whether  or  not  maintained  by  mechanical 
means,  these  roads  may  be  essential  to  the  main- 
tenance of  existing  resource  uses.   They  are 
incompatible  with  a  meaningful  interpretation  of 
what  is  meant  by  wilderness. 
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122    -    COTTONWOOD  CREEK 

PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS  (CONT.) 

Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways  (Cont.) 


MC-160/C 


An  inner  road  running  through  some  of  it,  which 
is  used  for  several  purposes,  such  as  returning 
neighbors'  stock  at  branding,  docking  and  ship- 
ping time. 


Fences 


MC-120/C       Woven  and  barbed  wire  fence 
Reservoirs  and  Stock  Watering  Devices 
MC-120/C       Pit  reservoirs. 
Minerals 


MSO-074/I** 


MSO-081/I** 


Amoco 's  uranium  claims  are  on  record.   Assessment 
work  on  all  claims  is  current.   In  fact,  there 
are  on-going  exploration  and  feasibility  testing 
activities  at  this  time.   The  tests  indicate  the 
subject  claims  will  support  commercial  uranium 
production. 

Oil  and  uranium  exploration  can  be  expected  to 
continue  in  and  around  this  unit  at  least  through 
the  end  of  the  century.   Development  of  ore  bodies 
close  to  these  units  is  probable  because  of 
uranium  mineralization  encountered  so  far  by 
Amoco  Minerals  Co.  and  other  companies. 


MC-152/I** 


Amoco  Minerals 
of  Standard  Oi 
certain  valid 
north  and  west 
Large  portions 
the  boundaries 
723,  729,  and 
of  all  claims 
feasibility  te 
subject  claims 
production. 


Co.,  a  wholly  owned  subsidiary 
1  Co.  (Indiana) ,  currently  holds 
uranium  mining  cliams  located  to  the 

of  Alzada,  Carter  County,  Montana. 

of  these  claims  were  included  in 

of  wilderness  unit  #72  3.   Units 
733  encompass  a  significant  portion 
held  by  Amoco. .. .Exploration  and 
sting  results  indicate  that  the 

will  support  commercial  uranium 


MSO-042/I** 


Highly  prospective  for  uranium  accumulation  in 
the  basal  Cretaceous  sandstone  which  hosts  for 
the  uranium  deposits  located  in  the  Alzada  area 
by  Kerr-McGee,  Amoco,  and  others. 
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723  -  COTTONWOOD  CREEK 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS  (CONT.) 

Minerals  (Cont.) 

MSO-081/I**    The  high  probability  for  economic  uranium 

deposits  evidenced  by  the  several  established 
ore  occurrences  and  continuing  intense  activity 
by  several  uranium  exploration  firms  within  and 
adjacent  to  the  area  of  these  study  units  should 
be  sufficient  cause  for  dropping  all  four  units 
(720,  723,  729,  733)  from  further  consideration 
as  wilderness  areas. 

Grazing 

MC-160/C       It  would  cause  me  a  terrible  hardship  in  my 

agricultural  operation.   I  use  those  Sec.  32, 
*■*  4,  5,  &  6  for  one  of  my  main  lambing  pastures. 

hm    WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 

Opportunities  for  Solitude 

U 

MSO-081/I**     Busy  county  roads  and  Highway  212  are  visible 

throughout  these  inventory  units.   With  this 

generally  high  level  of  activity  in  the  area, 

opportunities  for  solitude  would  be  nonexistent. 

Potential  to  Revert  to  Natural  Condition 

MSO-081/I**    In  the  wilderness  situation  evaluation  for 

Unit  720,  it  was  concluded  that  "the  area  obvi- 
ously and  clearly  does  not  have  potential  for 
wilderness."   Reasons  given  had  to  do  primarily 
with  the  density  of  development  in  the  area.  We 
agree  with  this  conclusion,  and  believe  that 
consistent  application  of  study  criteria  will 
result  in  similar  conclusions  with  respect  to 
Unit  723.   Calculating  various  developments  per 
square  mile  in  -fterms  of  linear  miles  of  roadway, 
pipeline,  fence,  and  number  of  reservoirs,  we 
find  that  the  density  of  development  in  Unit  72  3 
is  similar  to  that  in  Unit  720. 
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72  3  -  COTTONWOOD  CREEK 


WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS  (CONT.) 


Potential  to  Revert  to  Natural  Condition 

(Cont.) 

723 

0.873 
0.971 
1.07 
0 

1 
0 
1 
0 

MSO-081/I**     Initial  Inventory  Unit 

(Cont.) 

Miles  of  vehicular  ways 

Miles  of  fence 

Reservoirs 

Miles  of  pipeline 

720 

.088 
.295 

.18 

Note:   Data,  except  for  pipelines,  is  derived  from 
BLM  situation  evaluations. 

Considering  the  density  of  development  in  these 
areas,  it  is  doubtful  that  this  unit  could  ever 
be  returned  to  a  natural  condition,  except  at 
great  expense  and  use  of  heavy  equipment. 
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724  -  SOUTH  BUTTE  CREEK 


NR 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Other 


MSO-101/l** 


c 


PRIVATE  LAND 


The  fact  that  these  roads  often  extend  through  and 
across  these  areas  suggests  that  they  play  a  larger 
role  in  rural  access  than  might  some  isolated 
dead-end  road.   Whether  or  not  maintained  by 
mechanical  means,  these  roads  may  be  essential  to 
the  maintenance  of  existing  resource  uses.   They 
are  incompatible  with  a  meaningful  interpretation 
of  what  is  meant  by  wilderness. 


MSO-101/l** 


Wilderness  areas  should  not  include  state  or  fee 
lands.   (i.e.  this  area) 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 


Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 


I 


MSO-101/l** 


Minerals 


MSO-42/I** 


Roads  passing  through. .. (area  shown) 
AMS  and  topographic  maps. 


by  the  Montana 


Highly  prospective  for  uranium  accumulation  in 
the  basal  Cretaceous  sandstone  which  hosts  for 
the  uranium  deposits  located  in  the  Alzada  area 
by  Kerr-McGee,  Amoco,  and  others. 


726  -  HORSE  CREEK  R 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-related 


502     I 
I 

I 


I 

I 

I 
I 
I 

MC-20/C        Damm  Bros,  maintained  road  with  caterpillar  in        ^ 

the  creek  crossing  during  1978.  H 


MC-20/C        Charlie  Dainm  is  not  in  favor  of  the  wilderness 

idea  and  doesn't  want  tract  726  to  be  wilderness, 


SIZE-  AND/OR  BOUNDARY- RELATED  COMMENTS 

MC-20/C        This  tract  doesn't  appear  to  be  5,000  acres, 

It  should  be  retabulated. 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 


Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 


Reservoirs  and  Stock  Watering  Devices 

MC-20/C        Reservoir:   Sec.  18,  NEk ,    NE%. 

Fixed  Site  Facilities 

MC-20/C        Windmill. 

Minerals 

MC-20/C        Drill  oil  well  located  in  Eh,    E^ ,    Sec.  17. 

MSO-42/I**      High  prospective  for  uranium  accumulation  in  the 

Cretaceous  Fox  Hills  sandstone;  the  subject  of 
active  uranium  reconnaissance. 
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I 
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727  -  HAY  CREEK 

PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 

Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 

MC-28/C        Grading  used. .. (on) .. .road. 

MC-29/C        Graveled,  graded  roads. 

Utility  Rights  of  Way 

MC-28/C        Underwater  pipeline. 

Minerals 

MSO-42/I**     High  prospective  for  uranium  acciomulation  in 

the  Cretaceous  Fox  Hills  sandstone;  the  subject 
of  active  uranium  reconnaissance. 
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729  -  WILLOW  CREEK 


R 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-related 


MSO-8 l/I** 


MS0-81/I** 


MC-lll/C 
MC-12  8/RA 

MC-128/RA 


MC-155/C 


Other 


MC-12  8/RA 


We  recommend  on  the  basis  of  its  unsuitability  for 
wilderness  that  Inventory  Unit  729  be  dropped  from 
further  consideration  for  wilderness  areas  as  soon 
as  possible  so  that  the  Bureau  of  Land  Management 
may  more  effectively  evaluate  other  areas. 

The  high  probability  for  economic  uranium  deposits 
evidenced  by  the  several  established  ore  occurrences 
and  coninuing  intense  activity  by  several  uranium 
exploration  firms  within  and  adjacent  to  the  area  of 
these  study  units  should  be  sufficient  cause  for 
dropping  all  four  units  from  further  consideration 
as  wilderness  areas. 

It  is  not  a  wilderness  area  because  of  the  necessary 
range  improvement. 

(There  are)  improvements  and  man-made  changes  within 
the  area,  which  we  believe  makes  the  area  unfit  for 
the  classification  of  wilderness,  as  we  understand 
the  criteria  established  by  Congress. 


I 

■ 


If  this  area  were  to 
to  control  predators , 
with  machinery  or  veh 
portable  corral  withi 
through  the  area,  wou 
of  this  association  c 
would  nullify,  partia 
work  we,  the  BLM,  and 
the  past  thirteen  yea 


be  made  wilderness,  the  inability^ 

maintain  water,  maintain  fences 
icles,  set  up  or  transport 
n  area,  or  haul  horses  into  or 
Id  cause  the  22  member-owners 
onsiderable  financial  loss,  and 
lly  or  totally,  the  development 

other  agencies  have  done  over 
rs . 


3 
1 

m 

to  receive  further  study  and  on-sight  ■ 
70uld  appreciate  your  notifying  us  in  • 


We  feel  that  to  turn  this  back  to  a  wilderness  area 
with  all  the  natural  wildlife,  mainly  coyotes,  would 
be  disastrous  to  our  sheep  business.   Whoever  wrote 
up  this  report  did  not  take  that  into  consideration! 
We  have  paid  the  lease  payments  for  the  last  6  0 
years  all  the  while  abiding  by  your  rules  and  regu- 
lations. 


If  this  area  is 

inspection,  we  wou! 

advance  of  your  visits,  so  we  could  make  arrangements 

to  help  in  seeing  these  and  other  improvements. 

(Cochran  Grazing  Assoc.) 


^jgi^ 


£ 
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729  -  WILLOW  CREEK 


^  SIZE-  and/or  BOUNDARY-RELATED  COMMENTS 

MSO-74/I**     Would  like  to  suggest  that  all  of  the  claims  be 
^  excluded  from  the  Wilderness  Units.   If  this  is  not 

possible,  unit  72  9  should  have  the  unit  recommenda- 
tion, "The  unit  is  recommended  as  not  qualifying  for 
i  further  inventory  and  should  be  dropped  from  the 

wilderness  review  process." 

U  PRIVATE  LAND 


I 


MSO-101/I**    Wilderness  areas  should  not  include  state  or  fee 

lands.   (i.e.  this  area) 

--     MC-lll/C       Our  deeded  land  has  been  fenced. .. .We  have  built 

;  reserviors  on  our  deeded  land  which  is  in  the  center 

*■  of  the  proposed  area. 

L  PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 

L 


Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 

MC-7/C*        Roads  exist  within  area. 


I 


I 


MC-156/C       The  company  had  to  blade  a  road  4  miles  to  the  oil 

location. 

MS0-81/I**      Five  roads  used  for  ranching. .. .Many  more  vehicular 

ways  exist  in  these  areas.   Very  few  ways,  continuous 
enough  to  be  of  any  use  are  maintained  solely  by  the 
passage  of  vehicles.   Creek  crossings  have  to  be  main- 
tained on  at  least  an  annual  basis.   Deep  ruts  which 
must  be  filled-in  form  frequently  in  roads  upon  the 
shalely  ground  in  this  area. .. .Frequently  used  and 
maintained  dirt  roads. 

MC-157/R       Old  county  road  was  graded  in  1974. 

MC-156/C        There  is  a  county  road  graded  and  gravelled  (Ridge 

Road)  that  runs  through  this  area. 

MC-128/RA      Most  all  of  the  ranch  roads  within  this  proposed 

area  have  received  repair  work  and  creek  crossing 
repairs,  by  either  mineral  explorers,  dirt  contractors, 
or  ranch  machinery. 

MC-7/C*        There  is  about  3.5  miles  of  vehicular  ways  running 
north  and  south  and  maintained  annually. 
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729  -  WILLOW  CREEK 

PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS  (CONT.) 

Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways  (Cont.) 

MC-lll/C       V7e  have  had  to  bulldoze  roads  down  many  of  the 

ridges  and  divides,  and  across  creeks,  in  order  to 
care  for  the  livestock  and  keep  up  fences,  repair 
reservoirs,  etc. 


I 
I 
I 


Utility  Rights  of  Way 
MC-24/C/o      Butte  pipeline. 


I 
I 

MS0-81/I**      One  pipeline  which  runs  North-South  bisects  both      ff 


MC-lll/C       On  the  Wyoming  line,  a  gas  and  oil  company  has 

installed  a  pipeline  through  the  BLM  land. 


units 

MC-128/RA      Oil  pipeline  and  maintenance  road  crosses  this  entire  | 

area,  north  and  south,  through  W  %  SW  %  of  Sec.  34     ' 
T8S,  R57E,  NW  h   of  Sec.  3,  W  %  Sec.  10,  and  the. 
W  ^  of  Sec.  15,  all  in  T9S,  R57E. 


Fences 


I 


MC-lll/C       Cross  fences  have  been  put  in  across  BLM  land.         | 

m 

MC-128/RA      Extensive  cross  fencing  throughout  Cochran  Lease  for 

rotation  Grazing  System 

Reservoirs  and  Stock  Watering  Devices 

MC-128/RA      There  is  a  very  extensive  system  of  water  retention  || 

dikes  in  portions  of  Sections  13,  14,  23,  24,  and  25 

of  T9S,  R57E. .. .Numerous  reservoirs  and  stock  ponds  ^ 

throughout  the  area. , . .Water  diversion  system  in  the  ■ 

NW  %  of  Sec.  25,  T9S,  R57E.  ■ 

MC-24/C/o      Spreader  dike  system.  ■ 

MC-lll/C       We  have  put  in  many  dams  on  the  side  creeks  on  the 

BLM  land. 

Fixed  Site  Facilities 


^ 


MC-lll/C       We  have  had  to  build  bridges  and  install  culverts      I 

and  cut  creek  crossinas.  • 

I 


and  cut  creek  crossings 
Minerals 


MC-7/C*         Bentonite  and  uraniiim  claims  on  this  unit, 


\amt 


I 
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729  -  WILLOW  CREEK 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS  (CONT.) 

Minerals  (Cont.) 

MC-156/C       Kerr-McGee  and  Amoco  Minerals  Company  have  claims 

for  uranium;  these  companies  have  drilled  exploration 
holes  in  this  area.   It  is  a  fact  that  there  is 
uranium  here  and  that  it  will  be  mined  sometime  in 
the  future. .. .There  are  bentonite  claims  in  this  area 
....There  is  also  an  oil  drilled  hole. 

MC-157/R       Bentonite  mining. .. .Uranium  claims  staked. 

MC-128/RA      Uranium  and  Bentonite  claim  stakes  and  assessment 
work  sights  throughout  the  area. .. .Cased  oilwell 
location  in  Sec.  24,  T9S,  R57E. 

MSO-74/I**     Amoco 's  uranium  claims  are  on  record.   Assessment 
work  on  all  claims  is  current.   In  fact,  there  are 
on-going  exploration  and  feasibility  testing  acti- 
vities at  this  time.   The  tests  indicate  the  subject 
claims  will  support  commercial  uranium  production. 

MC-152/I**     Amoco  Minerals  Company,  a  wholly  owned  subsidiary  of 

Standard  Oil  Company  (Indiana) ,  currently  holds 
certain  valid  uranium  mining  claims  located  to  the 
north  and  west  of  Alzada,  Carter  County,  Montana. 
Large  portions  of  these  claims  were  included  within 
the  boundaries  of  wilderness  unit  #729.... Unit  729 
encompasses  a  significant  portion  of  all  claims  held 
by  Amoco. .. .Exploration  and  feasibility  testing  results 
inidicate  that  the  subject  claims  will  support 
commercial  uranium  production. 

MS0-81/I**      High  potential  for  uranium  deposits. 

MSO-42/I**     Highly  prospective  for  uraniiom  accumulation  in  the 

basal  Cretaceous  sandstone  which  hosts  for  the 
uranium  deposits  located  in  the  Alzada  area  by  Kerr- 
McGee,  Amoco,  and  others. 

MS0-81/I**      Oil  and  uranium  exploration  can  be  expected  to  continue 

in  and  around  this  unit  at  least  through  the  end  of 
the  century.   Development  of  ore  bodies  close  to  these 
units  is  probably  because  of  uranium  mineralization 
encountered  so  far  by  Amoco  Minerals  Company  and 
other  companies. 

Grazing 

MC-7/C*        The  unit  is  under  a  rest  rotation. 


C 


c 
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729    -    WILLOW   CREEK 


1 
I 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS  (CONT.) 
Grazing  (Cont.) 
MC-128/RA 


1 

Much  is  within  the  lease  of  the  Cochran  Grazing        I 
Association.  m 

I 
I 
I 


MC-157/R       Eastern  half  of  area  has  intensive  grazing. 

MC-lll/C       Through  improvements  the  ranchers  depend  on  this 

area  for  range  for  their  livestock,  which  is  their 
living. 

WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 

Naturalness 

MS0-8  1/I**      Pipelines  run  in  virtual  straight  lines  for  miles 

at  a  stretch  their  effect  on  naturalness  is  devas- 
tating. 

Opportunities  for  Solitude 

MS0-8  1/I**      Busy  county  roads  and  Highway  212  are  visible  through- 
out this  inventory  unit.   With  this  generally  high 
level  of  activity  in  the  area,  opportunities  for" 
solitude  would  be  nonexistent. 

Potential  to  Revert  to  Natural  Condition 


I 

m 

I 


MS0-8  1/I**      In  the  wilderness  situation  evaluation  for  Unit  720,   11 

it  was  concluded  that  "The  area  obviously  and  clearly  * 
does  not  have  potential  for  wilderness."   Reasons 
given  had  to  do  primarily  with  the  density  of  develop- 
ment in  the  area.   We  agree  with  this  conclusion,  and  kj 
believe  that  consistent  application  of  study  criteria 
will  result  in  similar  conclusions  with  respect  to     m 
Unit  729.   Calculating  various  developments  per        fl 
square  mile  in  terms  of  linear  miles  of  roadway, 
pipeline,  fence,  and  number  of  reservoirs,  we  find     ^ 
that  the  density  of  development  in  Unit  729  is  similar  ff 
to  that  in  Unit  72  0.  m 

Initial  Inventory  Unit      729       720 
Miles  of  vehicular  ways     0.990     1.088    '  ■ 
Miles  of  fence  0.643      .295 

Reservoirs  1.29      1.18 

Miles  of  pipeline  .14       0  m 

Note:   Data,  except  for  pipelines,  is  derived  from     I 
BLM  situation  evaluations.   Considering  the  density 
of  development  in  these  areas,  it  is  doubtful  that 
this  unit  could  ever  be  returned  to  a  natural  condi- 
tion, except  at  great  expense  and  use  of  heavy  equip- 
ment. 


W 
w 


I 
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730  -  WHITETAIL  R 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-related 


"     MC-003/C/O     #709  is  bad  wilderness,  but  #730  is  worse. 

i^  SIZE-  AND/OR  BOUNDARY- RELATED  COMMENTS 

;      MSO-009/E      Large  enough  to  warrant  study  of  wilderness 
(av  potential. 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 

Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 

MC-146/C       Both  forks  of  road  are  used  all  year  to  get  into 

ranch. .. .Blair  blades  road  about  once  a  year. 

MC-IOO/C       There  is  an  old  road  running  through  Sec.  29  and 

32  in  a  north-south  direction ... .trails  bladed 
to  oil  test  locations  in  Sec.  3  &  25. 


MC-037/C/O     Uses  road  into  Sec.  36  from  Sec.  31. 
Fences 

MC-IOO/C       There  is  an  east-west  fence  on  the  south  side 

of  Sec.  31  &  32,   A  north-south  fence  through 
Sec.  30.   An  east-west  fence  on  part  of  Sec.  29 
&  30.   A  north-south  fence  through  the  center  of 
Sec.  20.   An  east-west  fence  on  the  south  side 
of  Sec.  33  &  34. 

Reservoirs  and  Stock  Watering  Devices 

MC-IOO/C       There  is  a  spring  on  Sec.  29  and  another  on 

Sec.  30.... I  have  a  well  on  School  Sec.  36. 

Fixed  Site  Facilities 

MC-037/C/O     Maintains  windmill. 
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730  -  WHITETAIL 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMEISTTS  (CONT,) 

Minerals 

MC-IOO/C       Oil  test  location  on  Sec.  3  and  another  on 

Sec.  25. 

MSO-42/I**      Highly  prospective  for  uranium  accumulation  in 

the  basal  Cretaceous  sandstone  which  hosts  for 
the  uranium  deposits  located  in  the  Alzada  area 
by  Kerr-McGee,  Amoco,  and  others. 


I 
I 
I 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

I 
I 
I 
I 

I 
I 
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731  -  ALKALI  FLATS  NR 

PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 

Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 

MC-16/C        Public  road  through  area. 

Fences 

MC-16/C        Two  fences  not  shown. 

Reservoirs  and  Stock  Watering  Devices 

MC-16/C        Dam  not  shown. .. .Water  spreading  system  not  shown... 

Two  small  dams  not  shown. 


732  -  CROW 


5?2 


R 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-related 


MC-137/R 


Other 


MC-137/R 


I  do  not  believe  this  area  falls  within  the 
criteria  established  by  Congress. 


In  our  own  personal  circumstance,  if  area 
732  were  established,  a  trip  to  our  neighbors 
to  the  northwest,  presently  seven  to  nine 
miles  across,  would  amount  to  a  trip  of 
approx.  fifty  miles  around  by  Hammond.   I 
cannot  see  how  an  area  such  as  this  could 
possibly  be  administered  separately  from 
other  public  land  within  the  same  pastures 
but  outside  the  proposed  area  boundaries. 


SIZE-  and/or  BOUNDARY-RELATED  COMMENTS 


MS0-9/E 


PRIVATE  LAND 


MSO-101/I** 


MC-137/R 


Large  enough  to  warrant  study  of  wilderness 
potential. 


Wilderness  areas  should  not  include  state  or 
fee  lands.   (i.e.  this  area) 

Surrounds  our  school  section  lease. 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 


Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 


MC-137/R 


There  has  been  some  road  work  done  on  many  of 
the  ranch  roads  within  this  Area  over  the  years , 
during  oil  exploration,  seismograph  work,  res- 
ervoir construction,  fence  building,  and  other 
activities. 


Utility  Rights  of  Way 


MC-137/R 


The  pipeline  which  your  map  shows,  north  and 
north-east  of  the  north-east  corner  of  the 
same  Section  36,  has  considerable  earth  exca- 
vation for  leveling  purposes,  approximately 
1/4  mile  of  its  length. 


I 
I 
I 

I 
I 
I 
I 

I 

I 

I 

m 

I 

I 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
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732  -  CROW 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS  (CONT.) 

Reservoirs  and  Stock  Watering  Devices 


Igy 


c 


MC-137/R 

Fixed  Site  Facilities 


The  pipeline  mentioned  above  has  water  tanks 
in  place  during  months  of  use. 


MC-137/R 


Minerals 
MC-137/R 


c 


Grazing 
MC-137/R 


Along  the  ridge  north  of  the  Sec. 36,  there 
are  two  excavation  sites,  the  purpose  of 
which  I  have  no  idea. 


Approximately  7/8  mile  north  of  the  north- 
center  of  Sec. 36,  T5S,  R55E,  there  is  an  oil 
well  location  with  heavy  excavation  on  drill 
site  as  well  as  the  road  leading  to  it. 
Approximately  1/8  mile  south  of  the  southwest 
corner  of  Sec. 36,  T5S ,  R55E,  there  is  an  oil 
well  location  with  heavy  excavation  for  site 
preparation. 


A  considerable  portion  lies  within  my  summer 
pasture. 


kM 
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733  -  DEADMAN  CREEK 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 
Decision-related 

MS0-81/I**     We  recommend  on  the  basis  of  its  unsuitability 

for  wilderness  that  Inventory  Unit  733  be  dropped 
from  further  consideration  for  wilderness  areas 
as  soon  as  possible  so  that  the  Burea  of  Land 
Management  may  more  effectively  evaluate  other 
areas . 

Other 

MC-145/C       It  would  cause  us  extra  hardships  and  waste 

energy  as  the  unit  divides  our  farmland  and 
would  make  a  forty-mile  detour  in  all  farming 
or  hauling  moves. 


I 
I 
1 

I 

I 
I 
I 
I 

SIZE-  AND/OR  BOUNDARY- RELATED  COMMENTS  8 

MC-152/I**     Uranium  Resources  Inc.  would  respectfully  request 

that  the  subject  claims  be  excluded  from  the  ■ 

wilderness  unit.   If  this  is  not  possible,  URI  | 
would  request  that  recommendations  for  Unit  733 

be  the  same  as  that  for  Unit  720,  i.e.  removal  m 

from  the  Wilderness  Review  Process.  ||| 

MSO-74/I**     We  would  like  to  suggest  that  all  of  the  claims 

be  excluded  from  the  wilderness  units.   If  this  || 

is  not  possible.  Unit  733  should  have  the  unit  ^ 
recommendation,  "The  unit  is  recommended  as  not 

qualifying  for  further  inventory  and  should  be  1 

dropped  from  the  wilderness  review  process."  m 

MC-117/I*      This  pipeline  is  a  very  essential  part  of  our  m 

natural  gas  gathering  and  transportation  system  ^ 
and  maintenance  and  operation  of  the  pipeline 
are  necessary.   We  suggest  you  change  the 

boundaries  of  the  wilderness  area  to  the  south  a 

side  of  the  existing  pipeline-  ** 

MS0-9/E        Large  enough  to  warrant  study  of  wilderness 

potential . 


I 
I 

MSO-101/I**     Wilderness  areas  should  not  include  state  or 

fee  lands  (i.e.  this  area) .    .  H 


PRIVATE  LAND 


r 
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733  -  DEADMAN  CREEK 

PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 

Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 

MS0-81/I**      Four  roads:   used  for  ranching  and  access  to 

drill  sites.   Improvements  include  wooden  bridge, 
frequent  blading. .. .Many  more  vehicular  ways 
exist  in  these  areas.   Very  few  ways  continuous 
enough  to  be  of  any  use  are  maintained  solely 
by  the  passage  of  vehicles.   Creek  crossings 
have  to  be  maintained  on  at  least  an  annual 
basis.   Deep  ruts  which  must  be  filled  in  form 
frequently  in  roads  upon  the  shalely  ground  in 
this  area. .. .Frequently  used  and  maintained 
dirt  roads . 

MC-145/C       There  are  two  or  three  roads  through  the  area. 

MC-7/C*        Bladed  south  from  ridge  road  about  one  mile  to 

corral.   Annually  maintained. .. .Roads  exist 
within  this  area.   About  1.5  miles  of  vehicular 
ways  exist. 

Utility  Rights  of  Way 

MS0-81/I**     One  pipeline  which  runs  north-south  bisects 

this  unit.   Pipeline  runs  east-west  across  the 
northern  part  of  Unit  733.   These  pipelines  are 
well-marked  and  visibly  more  striking  to  the 
eye  than  most  roads  in  the  area. 

MC-117/I*      A  Montana-Dakota  Utilities  Co.  eight-inch 

pipeline  (crosses)  approximately  4 . 5  miles  of 
the  northern  part  of  the  area. 

MC-7/C/0       MDU  runs  east-west  between  the  Wyoming  line 

and  highway ... .about  5.5  miles. 

MC-24/C/0      MDU  pipeline  to  Belle  Creek.   Butte  pipeline. 

Reservoirs  and  Stock  Watering  Devices 

MC-145/C       Water  wells  in  this  area. 

Fixed  Site  Facilities 

MC-7/C*        Square  stock  corral  in  T9S,  R57E,  Sec.  34NE.... 

A  permanent  cattle  corral  is  maintained  annually. 
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733  -  DEADMAN  CREEK 

PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS  (CONT.) 
Minerals 


MSO-74/I**     Amoco 's  uranium  claims  are  on  record.   Assessment 

work  on  all  claims  is  current.  In  fact,  there  are 
on-going  exploration  and  feasibility  testing 
activities  at  this  time.   The  tests  indicate  the 
subject  claims  will  support  commercial  uranium 
production. 

MS0-81/I**     oil  and  uranium  exploration  can  be  expected  to 

continue  in  and  around  this  unit  at  least  through 
the  end  of  the  century.   Development  of  ore  bodies 
close  to  these  units  is  probably  because  of 
uranium  mineralization  encountered  so  far  by 
Amoco  Minerals  Company  and  other  companies. 

MS0-81/I**     The  high  probability  for  economic  uranium  depo- 
sits evidenced  by  the  several  established  ore 
occurrences  and  continuing  intense  activity  by 
several  uranium  exploration  firsm  within  and 
adjacent  to  the  area  of  these  study  units  should 
be  sufficient  cause  for  dropping  all  four  units 
from  further  consideration  as  wilderness  areas. 

MSO-42/I**      Highly  prospective  for  uranium  accumulation  in 

the  basal  Cretaceous  sandstone  which  hosts  for 
the  uranium  deposits  located  in  the  Alzada  area 
by  Kerr-McGee,  Amoco,  and  others. 

MC-7/C*        Bentonite  and  uranium  claims  on  this  area.... 

bentonite  patentable  claim,  but  not  filed, 

MC-145/C       An  oil  well  or  two. 

MC-007/C*       The  unit  is  under  a  rest  rotation  at  the  pre- 
sent.... How  will  take  care  of  the  noxious  weeds? 


I 
I 

! 


MC-152/I**     Amoco  Minerals  Company,  a  wholly  owned  subsidiary 

of  Standard  Oil  Company  (Indiana) ,  currently  holds 
certain  valid  uranium  mining  calims  located  to  the 
north  and  west  of  Alzada,  Carter  County,  Montana. 
Large  portions  of  these  claims  were  included         ^ 
within  the  boundaries  of  wilderness  unit  #733.       ■ 
Units  723,  729,  and  733  encompass  a  significant 
portion  of  all  claims  held  by  Amoco. . . .Explora- 
tion and  feasibility  testing  results  indicate 
that  the  subject  claims  will  support  commercial 
uranium  production. 


I 

I 
I 
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733  -  DEADMAN  CREEK 


WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 


Naturalness 

MSO-98.1/I**     In  the  wilderness  situation  evaluation  for  Unit 

733,  it  was  concluded  that  "The  area  obviously 
and  clearly  does  not  have  potential  for  wilder- 
ness."  Reasons  given  had  to  do  primarily  with 
the  density  of  development  in  the  area.   We  agree 
with  this  conclusion,  and  believe  that  consistent 
application  of  study  criteria  will  result  in 
similar  conclusions  with  respect  to  Unit  733. 
Calculating  various  developments  per  square  mile 
in  terms  of  linear  miles  of  roadway,  pipeline, 
fence,  and  number  of  reservoirs,  we  find  that  the 
density  of  development  in  Unit  733  is  similar 
to  that  in  Unit  720. 

Initial  Inventory  Unit      733       720 
Miles  of  vehicular  ways      1.141      1.088 
Miles  of  fence  0.705       .295 

Reservoirs  1.28       1.18 

Miles  of  pipeline  .60       0 

Note:   Data,  except  for  pipelines,  is  derived  from 
BLM  situation  evaluations.   Considering  the 
density  of  development  in  these  areas  it  is 
doubtful  that  this  unit  could  ever  be  returned 
to  a  natural  condition,  except  at  great  expense 
and  use  of  heavy  equipment ....  Pipelines  run  in 
virtual  straight  lines  for  miles  at  a  stretch 
their  effect  on  naturalness  is  devastating.... 
Busy  county  roads  and  Highway  212  are  visible 
throughout  these  inventory  units.   With  this 
generally  high  level  of  activity  in  the  area, 
opportunities  for  solitude  would  be  nonexistent. 


734  -  WHITETAIL  CREEK 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Dec is ion- related 


sn      J 

«      I 
I 

91 

MS0-9/E        Large  enough  to  warrant  study  of  wilderness  potential. 
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736  -  MUSSELSHELL  BREAKS  CONTIGUITY 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 

Decision-related 

MC-150/C       I  am  writing  to  indicate  my  strong  support  for 

the  inclusion  of  BLM  roadless  Tract  #736  in  the 
Intensive  Wilderness  Inventory  Category. 

MC-142/C       I'm  writing  in  support  of  the  continued  inclu- 
sion of  study  area  #736  in  the  BLM  wilderness 
inventory. 

MSO-007/E      On  behalf  of  the  Northern  Plains  Resource  Council, 

I  want  to  urge  retention  of  BLM  roadless  tract 
#736  in  the  "intensive  inventory"  category.   Also, 
we  believe  this  tract  should  be  eventually  con- 
sidered for  "wilderness  study"  status  by  the  BLM. 

MSO-02  0/RI     This  letter  is  to  protest  the  designation  of 
Area  701  as  Wilderness. 

MSO-041/I      I  feel  BLM  area  South  736  should  be  dropped 

from  intensive  inventory  status. 

MSO-007/E      This  (area)  is  contiguous  to  the  Carter  Admini- 
stration's proposed  Tongue  River  Breaks  Wilder- 
ness (in  the  Custer  National  Forest) .   The  Breaks 
themselves  received  a  "Wilderness  Attributes 
Rating"  of  26,  putting  it  in  the  top  5%  of  all 
National  Forest  roadless  areas  in  terms  of 
wilderness  suitability.   The  BLM  roadless  sec- 
tions that  border  the  Tongue  Breaks  are  of  the 
same  quality,  and  deserve  thorough  study. 

MC-142/C       Because  the  area  is  contiguous  with  the  Forest 

Service's  proposed  Tongue  River  Breaks  Wilderness, 
the  inclusion  of  BLM  #736  in  the  wilderness 
system  would  be  a  good  extension  to  that  area. 

MC-168/R       As  you  know,  the  Tongue  River  Breaks  area  on  the 

Custer  National  Forest  has  been  proposed  for 
wilderness  designation  and  the  BLM  tract  is  adja- 
cent to  the  Breaks. 

MSO-020/RI      Lands  in  area  701  and  736  should  be  considered  for 

transfer  to  the  State  of  Montana  as  the  Federal 
Government  is  obliged  to  transfer  some  19,000 
acres  that  are  owed  to  the  state  of  Montana.   Such 
a  transfer  would,  in  my  opinion,  be  preferable  to 
wilderness  designation. 
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736  -  MUSSELSHELL  BREAKS  CONTIGUITY 

GENERAL  OPINIONS  (CONT.) 
Decision- related  (Cont.) 


SIZE-  and/or  BOUNDARY- RELATED  COMMENTS 

MC-106/A**     Consists  of  separated  tracts  less  than  the 

required  5000  acres  each,  (it)  is  not  qualified 
because  of  size  and  should  not  be  designated  for 
WSA  status  for  this  reason. 

MSO-101/I**     There  are  many  areas  being  considered  for  wilder- 
ness which  border  Forest  Service  land.   These  BLM 
areas,  in  themselves,  are  too  small  to  constitute 
a  wilderness  area,  and  it  is  not  valid  to  assiime 
that,  because  they  are  bounded  by  National  Forest, 
they  need  not  incompass  5,000  acres. 

PRIVATE  LAND 

MSO-041/I      Section  30  is  surrounded  by  private  land  with 

the  exception  of  a  very  small  corridor  connecting 
the  southeast  corner  to  that  study  area  in  Section 
31. 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 

Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 

MSO-041/I      Road  up  Gate  Creek  which  runs  northwest  to  south- 
east through  Sec.  2.... The  remainder  of  the  unit 
in  Sections  31  and  5  border  the  main  county  road 
and  State  Section  36. 


I 

II 

1 
I 


MSO-009/E      Study  should  depend  upon  management  of  contiguous 

Forest  Service  lands. 

MC-150/C       Contiguous  with  the  Forest  Service's  proposed 

Tongue  River  Breaks  Wilderness  Area,  displays 
many  exceptional  wilderness  attributes. 

MC-179/CA      Pay  particular  attention  to  this  area  which  is 

immediately  adjacent  to  President  Carter's  pro-  || 
posed  Tongue  River  Breaks  Wilderness  Area  in  the  || 
Custer  National  Forest. 

MSO-024/RI     Borders  the  proposed  Tongue  River  Breaks  Wilderness   ii 

and  has  the  same  characteristics  and  qualities. 


I 
I 
I 


I 

I  I 

I 
I 
I 
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736  -  MUSSELSHELL  BREAKS  CONTIGUITY 


c 


lli# 
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PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS  (CONT.) 
Utility  Rights  of  Way 


MSO-041/I 


MSO-02  0/RI 


Fences 


A  high-voltage  transmission  line  also  expands 
the  northwest  portion  of  Sec.  2.... An  electrical 
line  which  supplies  a  stock  water  well  in  State 
Section  36  crosses  BLM  Section  5.... A  pipeline. 

Pipeline:   T5S,  R42E,  Sec.  5 Electrical  line 

in  State  Sec.  36  that  crosses  BLM  Sec.  5. 


MSO-041/I      Fence  located  in  Section  30. 
Reservoirs  and  Stock  Watering  Devices 


MSO-041/I 


MSO-02  0/RI 


Minerals 


MSO-041/I 


MSO-075/I 

Grazing 
MSO-041/I 


Several  stock  water  improvements. .. .A  stock 
water  well  that  joins  private  land  and  Section 
5.... The  water  supply  for  cattle  in  this  area  is 
a  well  located  in  the  northwest  portion  of  Sec. 
2. 

There  are  several  stock  water  improvements  on  the 
line  between  private  property,  BLM  and  state  lands, 
...Stock  water  well  in  T5S,  R42E.  Sec. 5.... 
Stock  water  well  in  State  Sec.  36. 


The  total  area  is  under  oil  and  gas  lease.... 
Licensed  for  coal  exploration  under  M37254.... 
The  Tongue  River  no  doubt  will  be  a  main  corridor 
for  the  development  of  the  mineral  resources  and 
these  lands  in  designated  area  736  will  be  needed 
to  help  accomodate  this  development. 

This  unit  lies  within  an  area  known  to  have  large 
recoverable  coal  reserves  and  must  be  considered 
to  have  high  coal  potential. 


Under  a  grazing  permit  issued  to  Nance  Cattle 
Company ....  Two  grazing  permits. 
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736  -  MUSSELSHELL  BREAKS  CONTIGUITY 

WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 
Naturalness 
MSO-041/I 

MSO-041/I 


The  imprint  of  man's  work  (naturalness)  is 
substantially  noticeable. 

There  are  two  vegetation  exclosure  study  areas 
located  in  Sec.  2. 


Opportunities  for  Solitude 


MSO-024/RI 


It  obviously  has  outstanding  opportunities  for 
solitude. 


Opportunities  for  Primitive  Recreation 

MSO-041/I      It  does  not  provide  for  primitive  recreation. 


Supplemental 
MC-142/C 


MC-150/C 


Other 


MSO-041/I 


The  unique  geologic  character  of  the  area  merits 
wilderness  designation.   The  clinker  hills  and 
the  sandstone  formations  in  the  area  are  charac- 
teristics which  contribute  to  its  suitability  as 
wilderness. .. .The  drainages  of  this  study  area 
are  important  for  the  continued  well-being  of  the 
wildlife  in  the  area. 

As  a  trained  biologist  I  have  found  the  diversity 
and  abundance  of  plant  and  animal  life  to  be 
truly  amazing. ...  It  is  my  understanding  that  the 
Tongue  River  Breaks  area  will  be  a  unique 
addition  to  the  Wilderness  System  due  to  the 
large  and  spectaular  clinker  outcroppings  found 
throughout  the  area. 


It  appears  the  key  factors  to  be  used  in  identi- 
fying wilderness  characteristics  do  not  exist  in 
this  unit. 


ii 

I 
I 

I 

I 

I 
I 


I 
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II 
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[ 


I 


I 


e 

E 


\ 


523 
737  -  KING  MOUNTAIN  CONTIGUITY  R 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 

Decision-related 

MSO-009/E      Study  should  depend  upon  management  of  contiguous 

Forest  Service  lands. 

SIZE-  AND/OR  BOUNDARY-RELATED  COMMENTS 

MSO-101/I**    There  are  many  areas  being  considered  for  wilder- 
ness which  border  Forest  Service  land.   These  BLM 
areas,  in  themselves,  are  too  small  to  constitute 
a  wilderness  area,  and  it  is  not  valid  to  assume 
that,  because  they  are  bounded  by  National  Forest, 
they  need  not  encompass  5,000  acres. 

MC-106/A**     Consists  of  separated  tracts  less  than  the 

required  5,000  acres  each.   (It)  is  not  qualified 
because  of  size  and  should  not  be  designated  for 
WSA  status  for  this  reason. 

PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 

Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 

MSO-041/I      A  road  up  Cedar  Creek  in  Sec.  20  and  a  trail 

into  the  northwest  corner  of  Sec.  32. 

Fences 

MSO-041/I      Fences  exist  in  the  northeast  corner  of  Sec.  20 
•  and  along  the  eastern  boundary  of  Sec.  32, 

Reservoirs  and  Stock  Watering  Devices 

MSO-041/I      Well  located  in  the  southeast  corner  of  Sec.  32. 

Minerals 

MSO-041/I      Approximately  750  acres  (of  areas  736  &  737)  are 

under  coal  exploration  license  M37254. 

MSO-075/I      This  unit  lies  within  an  area  known  to  have  large 

recoverable  coal  reserves  and  must  be  considered 
to  have  high  coal  potential. 


^      Grazing 

MSO-041/I      The  current  grazing  permit  held  by  Jack  Knobloch 
I  allows  for  approximately  18  0  AUM  which  constitutes 

a  significant  importance  to  Mr.  Knobloch 's 
overall  ranching  operations.  ,    ' 
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7  37  -  KING  MOUNTAIN  CONTIGUITY 

WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 

■1 

H 

1 

Naturalness 

1 

MS0-41/I       The  imprint  of  man's  work  (naturalness)  is 

noticeable. 

MS0-41/I       Two  vegetation  exclosure  study  areas  are 

located  in  Sec.  32. 

Opportunities  for  Solitude 

MS0-41/I       It  does  not  provide  solitude. 

IH 

Opportunities  for  Primitive  Recreation 

MS0-41/I       It  does  not  provide  for  primitive  recreation. 

Other 

MS0-41/I       It  would  appear  that  the  key  factors  to  be  used 

in  identifying  wilderness  characteristics  do  not 
exist  in  this  area. 

II 

1 

11 

H 
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7  38  -  NORTH  COTTONWOOD 


NR 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Dec is ion- related 


MC-6/C/0 


Do  agree  that  #7  38  should  drop  out, 


1^' 


SIZE-  and/or  BOUNDARY- RELATED  COMMENTS 


MSO-101/I** 


PRIVATE  LAND 


This  area  is  one  which  either  displays  unacceptable 
irregular  outlines  or  is  too  small  to  comply  with 
the  intent  of  Congress. 


y 


MSO-lOl/I** 


MC-6/C/o 


Wilderness  areas  should  not  include  state  or  fee 
lands.   (i.e.  this  area) 

Deeded  ground. 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 


Fences 


MC-14/C/o 
Minerals 


Three  +  miles  of  fence. 


MSO-42/I** 


Highly  prospective  for  urani;am  accumulation  in 
the  basal  Cretaceous  sandstone  which  hosts  for 
the  uranium  deposits  located  in  the  Alzada  area 
by  Kerr-McGee,  Amoco,  and  others. 
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739  -  NORTH  BUTTE  CREEK 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Other 


MC-140/C 


We  believe  this  land  is  more  suitable  for 
multiple  use  than  a  wilderness  area. 


SIZE-  AND/OR  BOUNDARY-RELATED  COMMENTS 


MSO-101/I** 


MS0-9/E 


PRIVATE  LAND 


MC-42/C/0 


This  area  is  one  which  either  displays  unaccept- 
able irregular  outlines  or  is  too  small  to  com- 
ply with  the  intent  of  Congress. 

Large  enough  to  warrant  study  of  wilderness 
potential. 


Private  lands  leased  for  oil  and  gas, 
3,480  deeded  acres  within  area. 


Have 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 


Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 


MC-42/C/0 


Bladed  road  across  Sec.  29  &  30,  T6S ,  R59E, 
Bladed  oil  road  on  Sec.  33,  T6S,  R59E. 


MC-180/C       Vehicular  trail  used,  but  not  maintained,. 
Utility  Rights  of  Way 


MC-42/C/0 

Fences 
MC-180/C 

MC-140/C 
MC-42/C/0 


Possible  telephone  lines  across  lower  end  of 
area....REA  line  crosses  Sec.  1,  2,  3,  10,  11, 
&  12,  T6S,  R58E. 


Fence  on  west  and  south  boundaries  total  2.25 
miles. 

3/4  mile  of  fence  on  Sec.  6,  T7S,  R60E. 
1/4  mile  of  fence  on  Sec.  1,  T7S,  R59E. 
1  mile  of  fence  between  Sec.  2  &  11,  T7S,  R60E, 

New  ELM  fence  across  Padden  allotment. 


I 

II 

I 
I 
I 
I 


I 
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739  -  NORTH  BUTTE  CREEK 


m 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS  (CONT.) 

Reservoirs  and  Stock  Watering  Devices 
MC-140/C       Reservoir  on  Sec.  6,  T7S,  R60E, 
MC-42/C/0      Three  new  reservoirs. 
Fixed  Site  Facilities 


MC-42/C/0 


Minerals 
MC-42/C/0 

MSO-42/I** 


Grazing 
MC-180/C 


Have  made  several  creek  crossings  with  blade 
across  Butte  Creek.... A  couple  of  abandoned 
oil  wells  on  area. .. .Abandoned  oil  and  gas 
well  on  Sec.  11  or  12,  T7S,  R59E. 


Southern  end  of  #739  has  been  staked  for 
uranium  with  lease  options  renewed. 

Highly  prospective  for  uranium  accumulation  in 
the  basal  Cretaceous  sandstone  which  hosts  for 
the  uranium  deposits  located  in  the  Alzada  area 
by  Kerr-McGee,  Amoco,  and  others. 


How  could  sheep  grazing  occur  in  a  wilderness? 


WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 


Opportunities  for  Solitude 


MC-180/C 


The  opportunties  for  solitude  are  low  because 
of  Walker's  house. 


Opportunities  for  Primitive  Recreation 

MSO-101/I**    Area  totally  lacks  any  striking  or  superior 

recreational  opportunities . 


su      ffl 

775  ?    I 

I 
I 

'B-ll/C  We  cannot  agree  that  areas  such  as  775  on  map,  north 

of  Sweetwater  Creek  and  7  miles  SW  of  Ruby  Reservoir, || 
should  be  classified  as  wilderness.   This  area  has    || 
always  been  used  for  livestock  grazing  and  has 
mining,  hunting,  and  timber  harvest  potential.        .. 

II 

Other  " 

B-77/C         These  type  of  lands  should  be  classified  on  a        II 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-related 


multiple  use  basis  and  managed  in  this  manner. 


I 
I 
i 


I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
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BEAR  TRAP  CANYON 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-related 


t 


B-005/C        The  Beartrap  area  of  the  Madison  should  be  left 

like  it  is  (including  the  rattlesnakes)  for  the 
future  non-destructive  recreation,  enjoyment,  and 

study  by  our  progeny At  present  this  area  is 

largely  in  pristine  condition.   It  is  very  rugged 
country  not  suited  to  road  building  or  any  kind 
of  development.   The  area  is  adjacent  to  the 
proposed  expansion  of  the  Spanish  Peaks  Wilderness 
and  would  be  a  good  logical  addition  to  it  because 
it  contains  a  segment  of  one  of  the  great  rivers 
of  the  West. 

SIZE-  AND/OR  BOUNDARY- RELATED  COMMENTS 

B-0  79/C        Should  be  included  for  the  very  valuable  primitive 

characteristics  which  are  so  highly  regarded  in 
the  present  instant  study  area — a  unique  river 
corridor  area  which  should  be  wilderness. 

B-005/C        The  area  is  small  enough  to  be  accessible  by  foot 
without  the  addition  of  any  trails  or  other 
"developments,"  especially  on  the  west  side  of 
the  river  from  Warm  Springs  Creek  upstream. 

PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 
Timber  n 

B-005/C        From  what  I  have  seen  of  the  area,  the  timber 

is  not  of  sufficient  value  to  warrant  getting 
it  out. 

Recreation 

B-OOl/C        I  have  gone  fishing  in  the  Bear  Trap  Canyon  a 
number  of  times  and  have  spent  an  overnight 
backpacking  trip  there  also.   All  of  these 
experiences  have  been  very  worthwhile. .. .The 
region  has  good  accessibility  to  hikers. .. .Good 
fishing. 
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CACTUS  FLATS 


WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 


Supplemental 


B-lOl/C        A  spectacular  outcropping  of  old  volcanic  mountains 

on  the  plains;  supports  elk  herd;  of  great  histori- 
cal and  paleantologic  significance. 


I 
I 
I 

\ 

I 
I 

■I 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
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CENTENNIALS 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-related 


B-077/C        There  are  a  few  areas  now  managed  by  the  BLM 

such  as  the  Centennial  Mountains  Primitive  Area 
!  that  ... (have) .. .wilderness  potential. 

MSO-077/G      Results  of  preliminary  field  investigations  in 
1  conjunction  with  this  review  indicate  that  certain 

^  public  lands  contiguous  to  refuge  lands  in  the 

Centennial  Mountains  should  be  included  in  our 

Es  study  area,  as  they  are  logical  topographic 

I  extensions  of  the  lower  elevational  refuge  lands. 

It  is  our  thinking  at  this  time  that  the  wilder- 
^  ness  study  area  should  extend  to  the  crest  of  the 

mountains  on  at  least  a  portion  of  the  south  side 
"  of  the  refuge.   Of  particular  interest  to  us  is 

the  fact  that  this  would  make  it  possible  to 
consider  the  total  watershed  values  of  this 
y  scenic  backdrop  to  the  Red  Rock  marshes. 

B-076/C        I  oppose  wilderness  designation  of  the  area  on 
,^  the  grounds  that  it  precludes  multiple  use  and  it 

is  a  bold-faced  lie  to  tell  people  that  there  is 
no  restriction  on  grazing  when  in  today's  busy 
ranching  game  people  haven't  time  to  drive  cows 
in  on  horseback,  salt  on  horseback,  check  on  horse- 
back, repair  fences  on  horseback,  etc.,  etc.   In 
short  the  restrictions  on  vehicle  use  constitute 
a  ban  on  grazing  and  I  embrace  the  ranchers' 
position  that  a  wilderness  designation  is  totally 
undesireable. . . .The  SEA  is  opposed  to  wilderness 
designation  of  their  lands  on  the  BLM.   The 
designation  would  make  management  of  their  lands 
difficult  if  not  impossible  because  it  would  so 
severely  limit  their  ability  to  manipulate  their 
sheep  ranges  to  help  learn  about  capacities,  to 
cultivate  desirable  species  for  sheep  grazing,  to 
eradicate  undesirable  species — that  is  to  do  their 
job  as  they  see  it.   Their  access  is  from  the  Idaho 
side  and  at  present  is  limited  by  the  roadless 
agreement  they  have  with  the  BLM.   They  wish  to 
have  good  access  to  their  lands  to  enable  better 
management.   One  complaint  that  the  BLM  has  appar- 
ently voiced  in  the  past  centers  around  the  fact 
that  the  SEA  wasn't  adequately  protecting  some  of 
the  area  from  ORV  abuse.   The  SEA  has  on  file  an 
agreement  with  BLM  that  the  BLM  would  take  care  of 
monitoring  and  policing  road  closures  in  that  parti- 
cular area  and  that  it  was  they  who  did  not  do 
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CENTENNIALS 

GENERA.L  OPINIONS  (CONT.) 

Decision-related  (Cont.)  ( 

B-076/C        their  homework.   This  is  one  of  the  misrepresen- 
(Cont.)       tations  to  which  I  earlier  referred.   Another 
concerns  alleged  overgrazing  on  the  SEA.   When 
asked  to  participate  in  an  interagency  forage 
study  to  determine  whether  overgrazing  had  in 
fact  taken  place,  the  BLM  declined  to  participate. 
The  concensus  from  this  study  is  that  the  range 
condition  has  remained  static  or  improved  and  that 
all  the  range  is  in  good  condition. 

Other 

MSO-077/G      In  regard  to  watershed  protection  for  both  Upper 

and  Lower  Red  Rock  Lakes  plus  the  Red  Rock  Lakes 
Marsh,  two  major  drainages  are  involved  and  both 
are  considered  essential  as  a  source  of  water 
for  this  area. 


I 

1 

I 
I 

11 

I 


I 
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B-076/C        I  have  found  several  roads  which  were  actively  used 

and  maintained  until  closed  by  the  BLM.   There  are 
roads  up  Hell-Roaring  Creek,  Odell  Creek,  Curry 
Creek,  Bean  Creek,  Jones  Creek,  Antelope  Creek,       m 
and  Corral  Creek.   In  my  opinion,  the  closing  of      II 
these  roads  was  done  by  an  administrative  decision     " 
to  create  a  primitive  area  which  was  unfairly  done 
without  proper  public  involvement  or  hearings.   The 
Centennials  were  unfairly  withdrawn  as  a  primitive    i.^ 
area  and  the  present  designation  as  an  instant 
study  area  is  also  unfair.   We  should  be  allowed 
to  remove  this  area  with  evidence  of  roads  the  same   || 
as  we  can  in  other  areas.   These  roads  were  main- 
tained by  hand  on  some  but  with  heavy  equipment       |_ 
on  most.   There  are  a  high  number  of  obvious  II 

vehicle  ways  within  the  west  half  of  the  area....     " 
The  total  area  proposed  does  exceed  5000  acres  but 
the  area  is  so  narrow  and  irregular  that  it  would 
be  difficult  to  administer  and  would  offer  very       uij 
little  chance  for  solitude  or  primitive  recreation. 
The  area  is  only  one  to  two  miles  wide  along  its 
whole  length  and  is  actually  discontinuous  along 
the  Sheep  Experiment  Station  border.   The  area  is 
only  one-fourth  mile  wide  in  two  other  areas 
where  State  of  Montana  sections  are  located.   The 
state's  policy  is  to  use  the  land  in  its  school 
sections  to  generate  money;  that  means  timber 
harvest,  mining,  and  grazing.   Swapping  lands  with 
the  BLM  has  been  mentioned  but  I  have  investigated 


I 
I 
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CENTENNIALS 


GENERAL  OPINIONS  (CONT.) 


Other  (Cont.) 


B-076/C 
(Cont. ) 


E 


land  exchanges  before  and  I  feel  doubtful  that  it 
would  ever  happen.   Red  tape  and  inter-agency 
bickering  have  always  stopped  exchanges  in  the 
past.   Also  the  State  of  Montana  has  little  to 
gain  in  disposing  of  these  highly  productive 
timbered  lands.   It  seems  to  me  that  the  BLM  wants 
a  wilderness  area  and  is  trying  to  make  the 
Centennial  fit  the  criteria. .. .With  the  current 
energy  crisis  this  area  should  be  thoroughly 
explored  before  it  is  locked  up. . . .Will  grazing 
be  phased  out  if  this  area  i^s  wilderness?   The 
BLM  says  not,  but  the  Preserve  is  phasing  out 
grazing  on  its  wilderness  and  I  would  think  that 
the  coordination  of  management  on  two  adjacent 
wilderness  areas  would  make  the  chances  of  grazing 
withdrawal  on  BLM  a  lot  higher  than  we  are  being 
led  to  believe.   Ranchers  should  be  made  aware  of 
this  now  or  the  BLM  will  be  grossly  negligent  in 
the  public  involvement  portion  of  the  wilderness 
study. . . .A  very  large  area  in  the  study  area  is 
occupied  by  the  USDA  Sheep  Experiment  Station. 
This  station  is  the  only  SEA  which  exists  in  the 
United  States  or  possibly  the  world  which  deals 
with  alpine  ranges .   It  performs  a  very  valuable 
service  to  the  sheep  industry  and  is  recognized 
by  that  industry  as  an  important  management  guide. 
While  sheep  numbers  are  at  an  all  time  low  in  the 
United  States,  it  is  very  naive  to  assume  that 
economics  and  improved  management  practices  will 
not  make  sheep  raising  feasible  and  profitable  in 
the  future  and  the  SEA  can  and  should  be  an  import- 
ant part  of  this.   The  SEA  indicated  to  me  that 
they  have  some  important  differences  with  the  BLM 
right  now  and  that  some  of  these  differences 
arise  from  an  uncommon  communications  problem  or 
else  from  a  purposeful  effort  to  misrepresent  the 
facts  concerning  the  purpose  of  the  SEA,  their 
management  competency,  the  necessity  for  their 
existence.   These  jurisdictional  disputes  seem  to 
arise  from  petty  jealousies,  the  desire  to  be  the 
"boss"  over  a  larger  area  of  land,  or  some  other 
self-serving  desire.   I  demand  that  as  trustees 
of  the  public  land,  the  BLM  get  their  act  together 
concerning  what  is  best  use  of  public  land.... The 
U.S.  Sheep  Experiment  Station  representative  has 
stated  in  a  telephone  conversation  that  the  station 
wishes  to  keep  managing  the  adjacent  lands  for; 
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GENERAL  OPINIONS  ( CONT . ) 


Other  (Cont.) 

B-076/C 
(Cont.) 


research  in  sheep  grazing.   This  is  what  congress 
established  the  station  for.   Ranchers  of  both 
cattle  and  sheep  feel  that  the  station  is  still 
valuable  and  worthwhile.   The  station  plans  minor 
development,  for  its  lands,  that  are  non-wilderness 
in  character.   The  BLM  has  stated  a  hope  to  take 
over  much  of  the  management  of  these  station  lands 
on  the  Montana  side  and  manage  them  as  primitive  or 
wilderness  but  still  allow  the  station  to  graze  on 
them.   The  station's  representative  again  stated 
that  the  station  wants  the  lands  free  to  develop 
or  manage  as  they  see  fit.   They  desire  to  explore 
new  techniques  or  cultivate  desirable  food  species. 
He  also  stated  that  the  BLM  declined  to  partici- 
pate in  an  inter-agency  study  of  grazing  use  on 
station  lands  in  the  past.   Also  that  the  BLM 
agreed  in  the  past  to  manage  vehicle  use  on  sta- 
tion lands  but  has  done  little  or  nothing  to 
curtail  off  road  vehicle  damage  in  the  area.   The 
BLM  seems  to  be  against  the  sheep  industry  because 
of  its  actions  here  and  its  stated  intent  in  its 
land  use  plan  of  1979  to  tear  down  miles  of  good 
sheep  fence  and  replace  it  with  barbed  wire.   I 
don't  think  that  the  experiment  station's  lands 
should  be  sought  by  the  BLM  to  try  to  make  the 
area  a  larger  wilderness  area. 


I 
I 
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SIZE-  and/or  BOUNDARY- RELATED  COMMENTS 


MSO-077/G 


B-07  6/C 


I  recommend  the  areas  outlined  in  red  on  the 
attached  map  be  added  to  the  Contennial  Mountains 
Primitive  Area  for  wilderness  consideration. 
These  additions  would  extend  the  study  area  up  to 
the  continental  divide.... If  there  is  no  possibi- 
lity whatsoever  for  including  the  ARS  lands  in 
the  study  area,  as  a  minimum  I  strongly  recommend 
the  three  sections  of  state  land  be  included  in 
the  wilderness.   Those  tracts  of  land  are  especially 
vulnerable  to  mining  and  timbering  degradation  and 
lie  across  our  principle  feeder  streams,  making 
their  protection  a  vital  part  of  managing  the  Red 
Rock  Lakes  Wilderness  Area. 

The  area  meets  size  qualifications  for  wilderness 
designation. 


I 
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PRIVATE  LAND 


B-076/C 


Another  consideration  is  that  the  state  still  holds 
sections  of  land  throughout  the  study  area  and  in 
conferring  with  the  state  forester,  we  found  that 
unless  some  trade  can  be  made  for  state  lands, 
their  existence  will  be  incompatible  with  wilder- 
ness.  The  state  lands  in  Sections  16,  and  36  are 
primarily  functional  as  money-makers  for  the 
school  system  and  in  a  wilderness  condition  will 
not  make  any  money. 


c 


PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 


Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 


B-076/C 


Many  vehicular  ways  through  the  western  half  of 
the  area  and  also  a  few  in  the  east  half.... 
Several  roads  in  the  area:   Hell-Roaring  Creek, 
Odell  Creek,  Curry  Creek,  Bean  Creek,  Jones  Creek, 
Antelope  Creek,  Corral  Creek. .. .Dutch  Hollow 
contains  a  cat-build  road. ...Road  (maintained) 
to  this  mine  runs  through  the  study  area  up  Odell 
Creek. .. .Roads  that  were  built  with  and  maintained 
with  heavy  equipment  and  recent  logging  units  in 
the  Bean  Creek,  Curry  Creek,  and  Corral  Creek 
areas.   The  logging  areas  are  large  and  very  evi- 
dent and  should  take  this  area  out  of  wilderness 
study. 


Fences 


I. 


B-076/C        Many  fences. 
Reservoirs  and  Stock  Watering  Devices 


B-07  6/C 


Minerals 


B-076/C 


Spring  developments ....  Installed  water  line, 
3  developed  springs  with  tanks. 


There  is  an  open-pit  phosphate  mine  in  the  Taylor 
Mt. -Odell  Creek  area. .. .Uranium  staking  and  a 
small  amount  of  search  for  the  mineral  has  taken 
place  in  the  area. . . .A  large  deposit  of  phosphate 
in  the  Odell  Creek  area  which  is  under  active 
legal  claim  by  Simplot. . . .Has  also  been  active 
drilling  in  this  area  for  gas  and  oil.... Has  also 
been  minor  exploration  and  claiming  for  uranium 
in  the  area.... The  mineral  potential  in  the 
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PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS  ( CONT . ) 


Minerals  (Cont.) 


B-076/C 
(Cont.) 


Timber 


B-076/C 


Centennial  Mountains  is  very  large  although  there 
has  not  been  much  development  of  these  minerals 
in  the  past.... The  remaining  phosphate  reserves 
are  among  the  richest  in  the  state  according  to 
BLM  Centennial  Planning  Unit  MFP — 1  million  tons 
surface  mineable  and  247  million  tons  underground 
mineable. .. .The  Centennial  is  in  the  overthrust 
belt  and  has  good  potential  for  gas  and  oil 
discovery.   Some  exploration  has  taken  place  in 
the  past  and  there  are  plans  by  exploration  com- 
panies to  continue  checking. .. .Even  though  the 
actual  development  of  mineral  resources  is  slight 
in  the  study  area,  I  am  of  the  opinion  that  the 
economy  of  the  local  ,  nation,  and  state  cannot 
afford  to  preclude  further  mineral  developments  in 
the  Centennial.   We  are  in  the  midst  of  an  energy 
crisis  and  cannot  ignore  an  area  which  has  the 
potential  to  supply  these  economy-building  minerals 
. . . .An  estimated  one  million  tons  of  surface 
minable  phosphate  and  another  247  million  tons... 
could  be  underground  mined. 


Much  development  in  the  area  associated  with  past 
timber  harvest. .. .Timber  sales,  logging  units,  and 
skid  trails  associated  with  logging  exist  in  the 
Bean,  Curry,  and  Corral  Creek  drainage. .. .There 
is  a  conservative  estimate  of  250  million  board 
feet  of  standing  timber  at  present.   Much  of  it 
is  presently  over-mature  and  in  need  of  harvesting. 
My  own  impression  as  a  professional  industrial 
forester  is  that  the  allowable  cut  on  the  Cen- 
tennials is  greater  than  the  total  cut  on  all  other 
BLM  lands  in  southwest  Montana.   There  have  been 
soil  slump  and  erosion  problems  with  timber  harvest 
in  the  past.   However,  with  modern  equipment  and 
techniques,  and  recognizing  and  allowing  for  this 
problem,  I  feel  that  there  can  be  minimal  damages 
in  future  logging. .. .The  timber  potential  of  the 
study  area  is  very  high  in  terms  of  actual  growth 
per  year  or  site  productivity.   It  is  also  very 
high  from  the  standpoint  of  vast  timbered  acreages, 
no  major  topographic  barriers,  and  some  soil  sta- 
bility problems  which  can  be  overcome  by  season 
of  use  restrictions  and  other  precautions. 


I 
I 
1 

Ill 

I 

II 
|i 

I 
I 


I 


I 


m 


i 


11 

I 


c 


537 


CENTENNIALS 

PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS  (CONT. ) 

Recreation 

B-076/C        Recreation  use  in  the  area  is  very  light  at  pre- 
sent and  almost  exclusively  associated  with 
hunting  use.... The  hunter  use  of  the  area  would 
not  be  enhanced  by  wilderness  designation  and  in 
fact  providing  access  to  the  area  by  later  read- 
ing could  provide  a  varied  spectrum  of  recreational 
possibilities  which  would  provide  and  serve  a 
much  greater  segment  of  the  population,  especi- 
ally local  people  who  do  not  have  time,  financial 
ability,  desire,  or  physical  ability  to  backpack 
or  horsepack  into  the  area. 

WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 
Supplemental 

B-076/C        No  unique  natural  features  in  the  area  other  than 

the  trumpeter  swan  which  uses  the  Red  Rocks 
Preserve  primarily  and  the  BLM  lands  little  if 
at  all.   The  Preserve  has  been  declared  wilderness 
to  preserve  the  swan  but  the  BLM  lands  are  not 
needed  to  aid  in  this.   Primitive  recreation  is 
not  encouraged  on  the  preserve  so  adjacent  BLM 
wilderness  could  cause  use  conflicts  with  the 
preserve.   As  long  as  the  BLM  practices  good 
management  of  its  lands  particularly  from  Mat- 
singale  Creek  east  there  will  be  no  damages  to 
the  preserve.   I  don't  feel  that  a  wilderness  of 
primitive  management  would  be  good  because  the 
forest  fuels  build  up  and  could  cause  a  catas- 
trophic fire  which  would  severely  degrade  water 
quality  for  the  preserve  for  several  years. 
Habitat  for  grizzly,  wolf,  and  peregrine  has  been 
mentioned  by  the  BLM.   No  confirmed  sightings  have 
occurred  in  the  past  50  years  to  my  knowledge. 
I  feel  that  the  area  is  too  narrow  and  irregular, 
and  surrounded  by  too  much  development  to  provide 
adequate  habitat  for  these  endangered  species. 
An  individual  animal  may  have  strayed  into  the  area 
for  a  short  time  in  the  past,  but  the  area  cer- 
tainly is  not  critical  habitat Another  reason 

for  the  proposed  designation  centers  around  wild- 
life, particularly  grizzly  bear  and  timber  wolf. 
In  the  53  years  that  the  SEA  has  had  camp  tenders, 
herders,  and  researchers  in  the  area,  there  have 
been  zero  sightings  of  either  the  big  bears  or 


CENTENNIALS 
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I 

B-076/C        wolves  on  the  SEA.   A  study  team  also  checked  the 

(Cont. )       area  in  years  past  and  found  inconclusive  evidence    w 
of  grizzly — dung  piles  which  may  or  may  not  have      || 
actually  been  from  grizzly  bear — and  reported  one 
sighting  of  a  timber  wolf  in  an  unspecified 


WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS  (CONT.) 
Supplemental  (Cont.) 


adjacent  area, 


I 

Other 

B-076/C        Chances  for  solitude  and  dispersed  recreation  are     || 

very  limited  because  of  narrowness  of  the  area  and 
the  amount  of  roads  and  developments  immediately 
adjacent  to  the  area. 
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y  SQUARE  BUTTE 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-related 


MSO-004/O      This  area  should  maintain  its  present  status, 

or  be  sold  to  interested  private  parties  adja- 
cent to  the  area  concerned. 

MSO-073/C      I  have  been  there  and  believe  the  present 

management  plan  as  a  natural  area  is  the  best 
for  this  place. 


SIZE-  AND/OR  BOUNDARY- RELATED  COMMENTS 

MSO-4/0        "Square  Butte"  area  does  not  meet  the  5,000 

acres  qualification. 


kg 


CANADIAN  BORDER  AREAS 


GENERAL  OPINIONS 


Decision-related 


I 
I 
I 
I 

B-078/C        U.S.  Sheep  Experiment  Station.   This  is  probably 

the  only  agricultural  research  station  of  its        || 
kind  in  North  America.   Vital  to  the  development     " 
and  continuation  of  sheep  industry  in  the  United 
States.   Wilderness  designation  would  curtail 
vital  research  in  this  area. .. .Centennial  area 
unsuitable  for  designation  as  wilderness  area 
due  to  roads  ,  timber  development,  mining  develop- 
ment, and  range  development  within  confines  of 
boundary. 


B-078/C        Not  suitable  for  designation  as  a  wilderness, 
Other 


SIZE-  and/or  BOUNDARY- RELATED  COMMENTS 


L-056/R        You  should  also  give  special  attention  to  (the) 

lands  in  North  Valley  County  that  are  contiguous 
to  the  proposed  Canadian  National  Grasslands 
Park. 


I 


>iid 


I 
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MSO-103/C      We  urge  that  grassland  units  in  the  area  north 

of  Opheim  and  contiguous  to  the  Canadian  border 
be  intensively  inventoried  as  a  possible  "free" 
extension  of  the  proposed  Canadian  National  || 
Grasslands  Park.  To  our  knowledge,  these  units  || 
are  not  suitable  for  grain  production. 

MSO-093/E*      I  would  also  make  a  special  plea  for  the  inclusion   11 

of  those  areas  in  the  North  Valley  County  area       ■■ 
where  these  are  contiguous  with  the  region  in 
Canada  that  will  be  set  aside  as  the  Canadian        ii 
National  Grasslands  Park.   Our  country  should  do     || 
its  part  in  this  international  effort  to  esta- 
blish a  grasslands  reserve  and  here  is  a  splendid 
opportunity  to  do  so. 


I 
I 
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L-023/C        The  Bureau  should,  in  my  opinion,  consider  the 

public  lands  in  North  Valley  County  north  of  a 
line  between  Opheim  and  Thoeny  and  contiguous  with   « 
Canada's  proposed  (190 , 000-acre  plus)  National       ji 
Grassland  Park.   I  know  these  lands  are  interspersed 
with  a  lot  of  private  land,  but  still  they  should 
be  considered  at  this  time.  11 
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CANADIAN  BORDER  AREAS 


SIZE-  and/or  BOUNDARY- RELATED  COMMENTS  ( CONT . ) 

MSO-066/E      Contiguous  with  the  proposed  Canadian  National 

Grasslands  Park. 

MSO-072/C*      Lands  in  North  Valley  County  north  of  the  line 

between  Opheim  and  Thorneis  contiguous  with  the 
proposed  Canadian  National  Grassland  Park. 


U  PRIVATE  LAND 


c 


MSO-099/E      Although  considerable  private  ownership  exists 

in  this  region  they  should  not  be  dismissed  from 
the  evaluation  at  this  initial  step. 

PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 

Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways 

B-078/C        Maintained  road  through  the  area  of  Taylor  Mt. 

and  Rodell  Creek....  maintained  ...roads  in  Hell 
Roaring  Creek,  Dell  Creek,  Curry  Creek,  Bean 
Creek,  Jones  Creek,  Antelope  Creek,... and  Corral 
Creek  areas. 

Minerals 

B-078/C        Mining  development ... .Overthrust  belt  through  area, 

oil  and  gas  exploration. 

Grazing 

B-078/C        Range  development. 

Timber 

B-078/C        Timber  resources,  approximately  2  5  thousand 

acres  of  timber,  with  an  estimated  250  million 
feet  of  harvestable  timber.   High  growth  sites 
excellent  for  replanting  of  timber.   Old  timber 
sales. 

Recreation 

B-078/C        The  area  is  not  widely  used  as  a  recreational 

area. 
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SUPPORTING  THE  PROCESS  AND/OR  WILDERNESS 


L-030/C       We  conmiend  BLM  for  working  toward  creating  addi- 
tional wilderness  areas  on  publicly  owned  lands, 
and  only  wish  that  there  were  more  publicity  about 
it  and  more  citizen  participation  in  the  process. 

MSO-068/C      I  congratulate  you  on  your  current  BLM  wilderness 
review. 

MSO-002/C     The  Montana  BLM  inventory  appears  quite  comprehen- 
sive— and  with  the  exception  of  the  accelerated 
inventory,  quite  consistent.   As  BLM  inventoried 
roadless  lands  have  not  had  the  in-depth  public 
review  those  managed  by  other  federal  agencies  have 
had  over  a  period  of  years,  we  would  hope  that 
areas  where  doubts  might  surface  over  procedural 
or  quality  questions  will  go  forward  for  more 
detailed  evaluation.   Although  we  feel  several 
areas  picked  up  should  not  have  been,  due  to 
intensive  development  or  ongoing  use,  the  consis- 
tency has  guaranteed  credibility  of  the  process. 
Congratulations  on  an  excellent  job  to  date. 

B-032/C       I  attended  both  of  your  BLM  Open  House  meetings 
held  in  Sheridan  and  would  like  to  say  that  the 
personnel  who  handled  the  meeting  did  a  fine  job 
explaining  the  BLM  proposals.   It  appear  that  the 
BLM  approach  is  more  reasonable  than  the  Forest 
Service  RARE  II  since  the  BLM  is  not  blessed  with 
so  much  land  with  wilderness  potential. 

L-056/R       I  hope  you  are  working  with  ranchers  on  the  manage- 
ment of  these  areas  as  wilderness.   Wilderness 
protection  also  protects  these  lands  for  grazing 
uses.   I  understand  the  law  allows  some  limited 
motor  vehicle  use  for  fence  and  dam  repair.   Most 
of  the  dams  on  our  ranch  in  Wolf  Point  were  built 
by  my  grandfathers  with  horses  and  I ' 11  bet  many 
of  the  essential  dams  in  these  wilderness  units 
could  be  repaired  by  the  same  means.   It  could  be 
a  social  event  like  an  old-fashioned  threshing  bee. 
As  a  rancher,  I  would  appreciate  a  land  use  desig- 
nation that  would  ban  off-road  vehicles  and  the 
associated  army  of  hunters,  litter,  fires,  rustling, 
etc.   Wilderness  protection  would  create  business 
opportunities  as  outfitters  and  guides  for  some 
ranchers  and  their  children.   I  would  like  to  ranch 
in  a  wilderness  area.   Maybe  I  could  exchange  mine 
for  some  endangered  one . 


L-056/R       It's  really  hard  for  me  to  wrestle  my  tree  nursery 
(Cont.)        and  swan  ponds  from  the  weeds  and  work  on  this 

fcirm  of  ours.   The  benefits  are  long  range.  Future 
generations  will  most  enjoy  the  oaks  and  free 
flying  swans  and  wood  ducks.   It's  hard  but  it's 
worth  it.   Same  with  your  wilderness  review.  Good 
luck. 


SU        J 

I 
I 
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MSO-100/E     All  lands  should  be  retained  in  the  intensive 

inventory  unless  they  clearly  and  obviously  lack  It 
wilderness  characteristics ... .The  Rocky  Mountain  ™ 
Front  promises  to  become  a  major  conservation 
battleground  as  the  pressure  mounts  to  develop 
potential  oil  and  gas.  At  the  same  time,  the 
unsurpassed  wilderness  and  wildlife  values  of  this 
spectacular  transition  zone  between  mountain  and  m 
prairie  cannot  be  overemphasized.  I  feel  that  li 
the  Bureau  has  done  a  thorough  and  ojective  job  - 
in  identifying  roadless  lands  that  should  be 
carried  through  into  the  intensive  inventory. 
The  Wilderness  Society  agrees  with  the  BLM  on 
almost  all  of  the  areas  not  recommended  for  the 
intensive  inventory.  I  concur  with  the  recommen-  p 
dations  for  those  areas  in  the  District  not  || 

recommended  for  the  intensive  inventory.   I  urge 
you  to  continue  the  fair  and  objective  job  that        m 
you  are  doing.  jl 


MSO-095/C     I  am  pleased  with  the  work  I've  seen  the  BLM 
doing  so  far  on  their  wilderness  review.   The 
situation  evaluations  and  maps  were  very  helpful. 
Keep  up  the  good  work! 

MSO-094/E*     I  feel  the  Bureau  has  done  an  adequate  job  of 

sorting  out  areas  in  the  initial  inventory  phase. 
I  have  reviewed  dozens  of  situation  evaluations 
and  in  most  cases  good  reasons  were  given  for 
dropping  areas  from  further  consideration  or  for 
keeping  areas  in  the  inventory. 

MSO-084/E     Friends  of  the  Earth  wishes  to  stress  its  support 
for  your  initial  inventory.   Thanks,  for  an 
excellent  job  to  date. 

MSO-099/E     Response  from  members  indicate  that  we  generally 
agree  with  the  units  not  recommended  in  the  Miles 
City  District. . . .Lack  of  comment  on  a  specific 
inventory  unit  should  not  be  construed  as  a 
negative  recommendation  from  Montana  Wilderness 
Association.   It  merely  means  that  individuals 
concerned  with  those  units  have  not  communicated 
with  MWA  for  any  of  a  number  of  reasons . 
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MSO-099/E     We  wish  to  commend  the  BLM  for  a  sincere, 
(Cont.)       conscientious  effort  on  this  wilderness  evaluation. 
We  have  observed  the  criticism  sometimes  directed 
at  your  agency  and  urge  that  you  continue  making 
judgements  on  land  capabilities  and  potentials.... 
MWA  feels  the  BLM  has  been  generous  in  identifying 
areas  for  intensive  inventory.   Many  of  these  areas 
will  be  chopped  from  the  process  because  they  lack 
both  wilderness  potential  and  basic  wilderness 
qualities.   At  this  stage  in  the  process  however, 
a  conservative  approach  is  judicious. 

B-079/C       You  seem  to  be  doing  a  fairly  good  job  in  the 
initial  phases. 

B-052/E       Structural  problems  notwithstanding,  we  would  like 
to  commend  the  BLM  for  the  thorough  and  equitable 
job  they  have  done  for  evaluating  the  wilderness 
potential  of  the  areas  which  our  organizations 
have  identified  as  "Fort  Peck  West." 

MSO-070/C      I  am  pleased  with  your  work,  keep  up  the  good  jobi 

MSO-009/E     The  information  you  provided  in  the  initial  inven- 
tory of  BLM  roadless  lands  is  most  useful  in 
making  study  recommendations. .. .Abandoned  cabins, 
corrals,  mineral  exploration  and  development  sites 
should  not  disqualify  an  area.   They  can  be  points 
of  interest ... .Existing  power  lines  can  be  narrow 
non-wilderness  corridors.   So  can  well-established 
roads  that  penetrate  potential  wilderness. ...  It  is 
alarming  that  so  many  of  the  units  have  oil  and 
gas  leases.   Not  knowing  how  many  will  be  explored 
or  developed,  it  seems  logical  to  ignore  them  in 
the  land  allocating  process  and  make  adjustments 
when  exploration  or  development  is  started. . . . 
Additional  wildlife  information  is  needed  to  make 
a  permanent  decision — especially  in  the  Miles  City 
District.   The  presence  and  potential  for  endangered 
and  threatened  species  needs  more  consideration  in 
the  inventories.   What  is  limiting  mountain  sheep 
populations  in  the  many  areas  now  inhabited?  Are 
management  changes  needed  to  enhance  areas  critical 
to  sheep,  sharptails,  antelope,  deer,  elk,  and 
sage  grouse? 

MSO-071/C     I  wish  to  compliment  your  agency  on  the  work  you 
have  completed. 
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MSO-071/C     I  support  the  areas  proposed  for  intensive  inven- 
tory as  having  characteristics  for  wilderness. 

MSO-05  3/C     Please  include  areas  that  have  been  erroneously 
excluded  from  the  intensive  wilderness  inventory 
in  the  BLM  wilderness  inventory. 

MSO-017/C**    I  strongly  urge  you  to  adopt  all  areas  recommended 
by  the  BLM  for  intensive  inventory. 

MSO-045/C**    I  strongly  support  and  applaud  the  current  inven- 
tory of  roadless  BLM  lands  for  possible  wilderness 
status.   In  particular,  I  support  all  of  the 
Montana  BLM  areas  recommended  for  the  intensive 
inventory. 


MSO-050/C 


MSO-103/C  We  congratulate  you  for  recommending  a  substantial 
number  of  qualified  areas  for  intensive  inventory; 
the  choices  are  good. 


I 
I 


MSO-043/C     Through  sources  of  misinformation,  some  livestock 
people  may  assume  that  grazing  is  not  permitted 
on  wilderness  areas  when  it  actually  is.   Conse-         « 
quently,  unwarranted  opposition  may  occur  to  given      11 
areas  which  meet  the  criteria  for  wilderness.   It 
seems  to  me  that  all  parties  involved  in  wilderness 
inventory  and  classification  should  make  special 
efforts  to  clarify  this  point ... .Accoring  to  my 
little  information,  the  BLM,  in  general,  has  per- 
formed a  quite  satisfactory  job  in  its  initial 
inventory  of  public  lands  having  wilderness 
characteristics  in  Montana. 

MC-106/A**    I  wish  to  thank  you  for  providing  the  data  and  il 

believe  you  are  sincerely  attempting  to  obtain 
maximum  public  response  for  the  review  process. 


II 

I 


1 
I 


MSO-045/C**    Keep  up  the  great  work. 

MSO-012/AI  I  do  want  to  commend  your  agency  for  listing  as 
many  areas  on  the  "not  recommended  list"  as  you 
have. 

MSO-052/C**    I  support  for  wilderness  protection  all  the  areas       || 
that  you  have  included  in  your  proposal  for 
intensive  inventory. 


1 
I 

I 
I 


I  would  like  to  briefly  express  my  sincere  appreci-      II 
ation  for  the  decision  to  include  the  areas  ' 

recommended  for  intensive  inventory  on  the  BLM 
Wilderness  Review  Process. 


I 
I 
I 


I 


I 
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MSO-032/C  We  wish  to  thank  the  BLM  for  finding  approximately 
2.7  million  acres  in  Montana  to  be  recommended  for 
intensive  inventory. 

MSO-09  3/E*     Your  organization  is  to  be  commended  for  having 

chosen  a  further  study  category  for  many  fine  areas . 

MSO-063/C     The  misconceptions  of  grazing  in  wilderness  has  been 
used  to  advantage  by  opponents  to  wilderness.   We 
all  know  that  the  Wilderness  Act  would  not  have 
been  passed  by  Congress  had  not  the  grazing  rights 
been  protected  in  the  act.   The  National  Forest 
has  indicated  that  there  has  never  been  a  grazing 
permit  reduced  or  eliminated  due  to  wilderness 
designation.   This  is  the  way  it  should  be.   Those 
people  who  tend  not  to  be  quite  honest  in  their 
convictions  are  attempting  to  degrade  the  intent 
of  Congress  and  the  Wilderness  Act  of  1964.   I 
plead  with  you  to  present  the  grazing  policy  as 
intended  and  not  interpreted  to  reduce  grazing  just 
because  of  wilderness  designation. .. .The  BLM  is  to 
be  commended  for  placing  2,7  million  acres  in  the 
intensive  study  inventory  for  wilderness  character. 

MSO-091/C     I  support  the  BLM' s  proposals  for  potential  wilder- 
ness recommendation  for  Montana  lands,  especially 
the  areas  in  the  vicinity  of  Bozeraan  with  which  I 
am  personally  familiar. 

MSO-066/E     We  thank  you  for  supporting  the  areas  currently 
proposed  for  intensive  inventory. 


MSO-072/C*     I  am  very  much  in  favor  of  the  areas  proposed 
'  for  intensive  inventory ... .The  lands  (2.7  million 

m  acres  of  BLM  land  in  Montana)  that  do  appear  to 

meet  these  3  criteria  must  be  intensively  studied 
and  be  designated  as  wilderness  study  areas. 
^  Please  make  it  so  that  the  areas  that  do  meet 

wilderness  criteria  but  have  been  placed  in  the 
"clearly  and  obviously"  non-wilderness  category 
1  won't  stay  in  there  and  will  be  kept  as  wilderness 

areas , 

P     B-079/C       I  strongly  support  the  intensive  inventory  of  the 
Ui  units  you  have  identified  in  your  initial  inventory, 

MSO-046/G     I  am  writing  to  express  my  support  for  the  areas 
i^  proposed  for  intensive  inventory  concerning 

wilderness  status. 
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MSO-054/C     I  wish  to  express  my  whole-hearted  support  for 

all  of  the  areas  in  Montana — and  elsewhere  in  the 
U.S. — proposed  for  an  intensive  wilderness  review. 


B-052/E       We  y/ould  like  to  very  strongly  support  the  11 

recommendations  the  BLM  has  made  for  the  intensive 
inventory  segment  of  the  wilderness  evaluation 
procedure. 


I 
I 


B-097/C       We  support  your  recommendations  for  intensive  -) 

inventory.  J 

MSO-083/C     I  support  intensive  wilderness  inventory  for  the 
2.7  million  acres  of  BLM  land  in  Montana  that 
have  been  found  to  meet  the  criteria  for  wilderness. 


I 
1 


MSO-9  4/E*      The  large  number  of  areas  and  the  short  review 

period  make  detailed  first-hand  comments  impossible 
at  this  time.,,. I  should  stress  that  this  prelimi- 
nary evaluation  of  the  initial  inventory  is  not 
based  on  field  checking  of  the  intrusions  cited 
in  situation  evaluations.   I  hope  the  BLM  feels 
confident  that  it  has  solid  documentation  that 
all  areas  not  recommended  clearly  and  obviously 
don't  have  wilderness  characteristics....!  would 
like  to  recommend  that  all  areas  proposed  by  BLM 
for  intensive  inventory  be  intensively  inventoried. 

MSO-09  8/C      I  strongly  support  all  the  areas  you  have  recom- 
mended in  thei  initial  inventory  for  potential 
wilderness  recommendations, 

MSO-086/C     A  quick  letter  to  offer  my  strong  support  of  the 
areas  that  you  have  recommended  for  intensive 
inventory.   I  feel  wilderness  is  an  important 
resource  to  our  state  and  the  nation. 

MSO-049/C      I  am  in  agree;ment  with  the  areas  you  have  proposed 
for  intensive  inventory. 

MSO-029/C      I  am  interested  in  increasing  wilderness  protection  11 

of  our  BLM  lands  in  Montana.   I've  been  informed  of  " 
your  initial  inventory  and  I  praise  you  for  your 

recommendation  that  33%  of  Roadless  Areas  surveyed  SI 

should  be  studied  for  their  wilderness  potential.  il 


I 
1 
I 
I 
I 


J 


B-091/C  Reading  the  BLM  situation  evaluations  for  each  area, 
I  was  very  pleased  to  find  that  BLM's  recommenda- 
tioins  of  arecis  to  be  included  in  or  exluded  from 
further  study  and  intensive  inventory  are  in  complete  -g 
agreement  with  my  own.  I  found  the  situation  evalua-  || 
tioins  to  be  uniformly  reasonable  and  accurate.  I  *• 
urge  wilderness  designation  for  all  areas  recommended 
for  intensive  inventory. 


I 
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B-091/C       Reading  the  BLM  situation  evaluations  for  each 
area,  I  was  very  pleased  to  find  that  BLM's 
recommendations  of  areas  to  be  included  in  or 
excluded  from  further  study  and  intensive  inven- 
tory are  in  complete  agreement  with  my  own.   I 
found  the  situation  evaluations  to  be  uniformly 
reasonable  and  accurate,   I  urge  wilderness  desig- 
^  nation  for  all  areas  recommended  for  intensive 

inventory. 

'•  MSO-082/C     I  wholeheartedly  support  the  areas  proposed  for 

■•'  intensive  wilderness  inventory. 

MSO-002/C     Roadless  areas  contiguous  to  Wild,  Scenic,  or 
L>  Recreational  portions  of  the  Missouri  and  Charles 

M.  Russell  Game  Range  should  go  forward  for  inten- 
sive inventory. 


E 


MSO-017/C**    I  strongly  urge  you  to  adopt  all  BLM  roadless 

lands  contiguous  to  Forest  Service  RARE  II  areas 


^     MSO-011/C     We  understand  that  the  BLM  is  considering  preserving 

land  for  the  purpose  of  the  wilderness  system.   We 
think  this  is  a  terrific  idea!   I  hope  that  some 

km  of  the  land  in  eastern  Montana  and  along  the 

Missouri  are  selected  for  preservation. 

1^     B-Oll/C       We  would  like  to  stress  the  need  for  wilderness 

along  the  Rocky  Mountain  Front.   The  need  to  save 
the  watersheds  along  this  area  is  dire.   This  is 
a  very  arid  stretch  of  country  and  watersheds  are 
of  prime  priority.   Timber  along  the  east  front  of 
the  mountains  grows  very  slowly  and  if  hill  or 
mountains  are  denuded  or  roaded  the  erosion  is 

in)  unbelievable.   Wherever  they  cut  roads  in,  they 

cut  timber  out  with  resultant  loss  of  watershed,  a 
great  deal  of  unnecessary  erosion.   This  is  a 

^  fragile  area  and  it  doesn't  take  much  to  upset 

the  natural  order  of  things.   Let's  save  all  of  it 
that  it  is  possible  to  save  for  future  generations. 

^     B-051/C       I  feel  that  in  addition  to  the  areas  recommended 

for  wilderness  study,  there  are  a  number  of  areas 

P  along  the  Rocky  Mountain  Front  which  should  be 

U«  included.   These  are  areas  adjoining  Forest 

Service  RARE  II  areas  which  were  allocated  to  non- 
wilderness.   I  feel  the  Forest  Service  was  wrong 

.  in  denying  wilderness  study  for  these  areas,  and 

bowed  to  pressure  from  oil  and  gas  interests. 
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MSO-105/C 


overthrust  belt,  and  of  historic  value  because 
of  their  being  an  introduction  to  the  Rockies 
when  pioneers  met  the  Rockies.   I  grant  that 
this  information  is  vague,  but  I  hope  you  will 
include  this  letter  in  the  record  for  comments 
at  this  time. 


I 


I 
I 


I 
1 


I  am  pleased  that  you  included  several  rather  11 

frcigile  areas  in  this  initial  inventory  as  such 

areas  deserve  full  protection....!  am  pleased 

thcit  you  included  in  this  inventory  such  areas 

as  those  contiguous  to  the  Lewis  and  Clark 

National  Forest  as  this  entire  Rocky  Mountain 

Front  area  possesses  certain  wilderness  values 

and  the  Devil  Mountain  area  is  of  wilderness 

chciracter,  as  well  as  are  the  areas  that  surround 

Dillon,  Montana.   The  Lonesome  Lake  area,  the  « 

Wild  Horse  Lake  area,  and,  most  certainly,  the  II 

areas  contiguous  to  the  Missouri  River,  CM. 

Russell  National  Wildlife  Refuge,  and  north  and 

northwest  of  Glasgow,  Montana....!  am  of  the 

opinion  that  some  3,250,000  acres  of  land  managed 

by  our  Bureau  of  Land  Management  in  the  Montana, 

North  and  South  Dakota  area  contain  wilderness 

fecitures  worthy  of  addition  to  our  National 

Wilderness  preservation  system. 

B-096/C       I  would  like  to  request  that  three  small  areas  li 

located  on  the  Rocky  Mountain  Front  be  included 
in  the  intensive  inventory  and  continue  to  be 
managed  as  wilderness  study  areas.   !  do  not  know 
the  reference  numbers  for  those  three  small  areas, 
but  I  think  that  they  should  be  included  in  the 
intensive  inventory  because  they  are  contiguous 
to  Forest  Service  roadless  areas  which  are  being 
inventoried  for  wilderness  consideration,  and 
because  the  areas  contain  wilderness  values  as  » 

stated  in  the  1964  Act.  Wilderness  values  present  || 
in  the  area  are  outstanding  opportunity  for  soli-  " 
tude  and  outstanding  opportunity  for  primitive 
and  unconfined  types  of  recreation.  The  areas 
would  not  constitute  high  or  spectacular  wilderness 
areas,  but  they  are  certainly  beautiful  and  the 
above  wilderness  criteria  could  be  well  put  to 
use  in  these  areas.  These  areas  on  the  Rocky 
Mountain  Front  are  also  habitat  for  an  endangered 
species:   the  grizzly  bear.   The  areas  are  of  ._ 

geologic  interest  because  they  occur  on  the  || 


I 
I 


I 
I 


I 

I 


MC-162/C      I  would  hope  that  each  area  would  be  looked  at 

on  their  own  merits....!  am  hopeful  that  a  good  __ 
share  of  your  ELM  area  will  eventually  fit  into  || 
some  sort  of  ELM  wilderness  ecosystem  for  eastern  " 
Montana....!  am  also  extremely  hopeful  that  areas 
considered  within  the  Northern  Tier  inventory  will 


I 
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MC-162/C      not  be  run  through  and  dismissed  as  unacceptable 
(Cont.)        for  wilderness  simply  because  of  the  possibility 
of  pipeline  development. 

L-056/R       As  a  member  of  the  McCone  County  Planning  Board 
planning  for  orderly  coal  development,  I  became 
convinced  that  some  wilderness  preservation  was 
necessary  to  balance  out  the  strip  mines  and  to 
provide  balanced  recreational  opportunities  for 
an  increasing  population....!  hope  you  are  studying 
management  plans  for  these  wilderness  units.   There 
seems  to  be  anti -wilderness  sentiment  among  ranchers, 
but  as  a  sheep  and  cattle  rancher  myself,  I  can  see 
several  advantages  to  wilderness  designation,  among 
them  relief  from  off-road  vehicle  damage,  hunting 
pressure,  litter,  and  rustling.   Limited  vehicle 
use  can  be  allowed  for  fence  or  dam  repair.   I'll 
bet  many  of  the  dams  were  constructed  with  horses 
and  could  be  repaired  by  the  same  means ... .Wilder- 
ness preservation  requires  a  long-range  view  of 
our  changing  world,   I  hope  you  recognize  the 
specialness  of  public  land  areas  in  eastern  Montana 
and  will  work  to  protect  the  best  ones  as  wilderness. 
I  believe  that  the  full  boundaries  of  all  the  units 
along  the  Wild  and  Scenic  Missouri  should  receive 
further  wilderness  consideration  as  has  been 
recommended.   This  also  includes  areas  252,  254, 
258,  and  the  Missouri  River  Islands ... .All  areas 
adjacent  to  the  C.M.R.  Wildlife  Refuge  and  UL  Bend 
NWR  should  be  further  inventoried  as  recommended, 
especially  those  adjacent  to  proposed  wilderness 
units  and  the  recently  proposed  Beauchamp  Creek 
area.   Areas  adjacent  to  the  Musselshell  River 
should  receive  further  attention  as  recommended. 

•"  I  hope  you  will  give  special  attention  as  well  to 

areas  adjacent  to  the  C.M.R.  Wildlife  Refuge  and 
the  Musselshell  River.   I  have  wondered  why  BLM 

^  lands  on  either  side  of  the  road  into  the  Devil's 

Creek  area  were  not  identified  for  wilderness 
inventory  as  tack-ons  to  the  Lost  Creek  units 

;  proposed  by  the  Wildlife  Refuge.   I  would  like 

**  to  see  these  areas  studied  for  wilderness  protection. 

1^     MSO-072/C*     I  beg  you  to  do  everything  in  your  power  to  make 
•mm  sure  that  the  areas  recommended  and  the  areas  that 

aren't  recommended  that  should  be  included  in  the 
intensive  inventory  are  set  aside  as  wilderness 
^  areas.   It  is  for  the  good  of  the  whole  world. 

,      MSO-083/C      I  recommend  additional  roadless  areas  by  added 

to  the  intensive  inventory  category  if  they... 

**  were  erroneously  recommended  as  non-wilderness.... 

adjoin  Forest  Service  RARE  II  lands.  ; 


^ 


W 
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L-030/C       We  hope  that  all  possible  areas  being  considered 

under  the  BLM  wilderness  inventory  will  be  in  fact 
made  wilderness. 


B-002/C       I  hope  you  will  preserve  as  much  as  possible 
of  the  areas  proposed. 

B-095/C       Can  see  no  reason  why  anyone  would  want  to  see 
anymore  of  our  state  ripped,  roaded,  and  raped, 


I 


B-097/C       We  hope  for  conscientious  management  and  that  jl 

all  study  areas  are  carefully  examined,  which  is 
why  I  support  your  recommendations  for  wilderness 
review. 


I 

11 

B-095/C       Vote  wilderness  on  every  possible  acre.   The  « 

future  generations  will  thank  us.  II 

MSO-031/C**    Generally  speaking,  I  favor  protecting  as  much 
suitable  wilderness  as  possible  in  order  that 
future  generations  might  benefit  from  the  exis- 
tence of  intact  and  healthy  ecosystems  and  might 
also  enjoy  unspoiled  scenic  beauty. 


I 
I 
I 

I 
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MSO-098/C     I  am  a  strong  believer  in  solving  the  problems  of 

the  human  race  in  more  intelligent  and  far-reaching 
ways  than  the  continued  destruction  of  everything 
in  sight  for  the  sake  of  more  people  and  more 
luxuries  and  more  self-indulgence  ad  nauseum.   We 
do  not  have  moral  rights,  and  every  iota  of  natural 
balance  that  we  destroy  in  our  favor  is  moving  us        ll 
closer  to  total  destruction  of  our  planet....  " 

Please  push  as  hard  as  you  can  for  preservation 
■  of  wilderness! 


I 


MSO-082/C     Wilderness  is  a  part  of  America. 

MSO-099/E     The  MWA  has  attempted  to  review  the  areas  identi-        il 
fied  for  intensive  inventory  to  determine  whether 
or  not  various  tracts  of  BLM  administered  lands     '     __ 
should  be  studied  for  wilderness  potential  in  11 

Montana.   We  recognize  that  these  tracts  are  not         ■• 
now  being  proposed  for  wilderness  but  simply  being 
identified  as  areas  worthy  of  study.   We  also 
recognize  and  accept  the  fact  that  those  areas 
studied  and  ultimately  those  eventually  achieving 
wilderness  classification  will  be  managed  for  n 

multiple  uses  that  include  grazing  of  domestic  Jl 

livestock.   We  do  not  intend  or  even  imply  that 
it  should  be  any  different. 


1 


i 
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jy    MSO-099/E     Review  of  the  BLM  situation  analysis  does  indicate 
(Cont.)        that  some  areas  clearly  do  not  qualify  for  wilder- 
ness study  and  in  those  cases  releasing  those  areas 
(from  the  interim  management  regulations)  is  sug- 
gested.  We  would  quickly  emphasize,  however,  that 
those  tracts  released  to  the  entire  spectrum  of 
exploitive  uses  will  need  to  be  managed  sensitively 

M  so  that  wildlife  and  other  open  space  amenity 

values  are  not  made  subservient  to  commodity 

i"  production.   Roadless  and  wild  land  conditions 

Jy  can  and  should  be  protected  while  other  resources 

are  developed.   In  no  circumstance  do  we  suggest 
increased  reading  or  random  unlimited  vehicle  access 
over  these  public  lands.   The  MWA  recommends  that 

**  the  BLM  adopt  as  a  general  rule  intensive  wilderness 

inventory  for  all  existing  primitive  areas,  and 

E  units  adjacent  to  existing  wilderness,  the  U.S.F.S. 

RARE  II  wilderness  and  further  planning  recommenda- 
tions, Congressionally  mandated  wilderness  study 

•^  areas  as  well  as  contested  RARE  II  areas  recommended 

i^  for  non-wilderness  use.   We  urge  that  the  U.S.F.S. 

recommendation  not  automatically  disqualify  an  area 
at  this  early  stage  of  the  evaluation  process. 
For  this  initial  step  we  suggest  that  areas  with 

*■'  wilderness  qualities  and  potential  be  kept  in  the 

intensive  inventory.   There  will  be  numerous  oppor- 
tunities to  drop  study  areas  while  the  possibility 

(H»  of  adding  an  area  after  it  is  once  dropped  from 

consideration  is  remote. 

r 

L  MSO-044/C     We  in  Montana  need  the  help  of  the  BLM  to  preserve 

our  precious  historic  wilderness  heritage.   Because 
Montana  is  a  large  state,  it  is  easy  to  fall  into 
the  trap  of  thinking  we  can  afford  to  "give  away" 

*■  our  wilderness  areas  to  more  and  more  development. 

This  leads  down  the  road  of  no  return — we  owe  it 
to  ourselves  and  our  unique  State  to  preserve  what 

Lr  we  can  of  our  wilderness  for  our  children  and 

future  generations , 

i      MC-106/A**    We  do  support  creation  of  wilderness  where  areas 

meet  all  characteristics  for  wilderness,  and  which 
^  truly  possess  a  uniqueness  which  makes  this 

i  desirable. 

MSO-067/C      I  firmly  support  your  proposed  areas  for  the 

intensive  inventory  for  the  areas  that  do  meet 
to  wilderness  criteria. 


I 

I 


11 


MSO-007/E     We  believe  wilderness  study  for  these  areas  is 

in  the  best  interest  of  the  agricultural  coinmuni- 
ties  in  the  region.   Grazing  and  wilderness,  as 
pointed  out  in  the  Wilderness  Act  of  1964^  are 
compatible  uses  of  public  land, 

MSO-051/C     "The  mountain  may  well  be  a  way  of  escape — from         jl 
the  cities  and  men,  from  the  turmoil  and  doubt,  "" 

from  the  perplexities  and  uncertainties  and 
sorrow  that  thread  our  lives.   But  in  the  truest 
and  most  profound  sense  it  is  an  escape  not  from 
but  to  reality."   James  R.  Oilman. 

MSO-048/C**   When  evaluating  roadless  areas  for  possible  || 

wilderness  suitability,  please  make  certain  that 
inappropriate  criteria  are  not  used  to  disqualify        -_ 
othearwise  worthy  areas.   Such  inappropriate  11 

criteria  include  external  sights,  sounds,  and  *■ 

smells,  low  scenic  quality,  seedings  of  exotic 
plant  species,  potential  resource  conflicts,  or 
flat  topography.   These  criteria  have  no  place 
at  this  stage  of  the  evaluation.   Please  include 
in  the  intensive  inventory  all  BLM  roadless  areas 
which  are  contiguous  to  Forest  Service  RARE  II 
areas.   These  inclusions  should  occur  whether  or 
not  adjacent  RARE  II  areas  were  ultimately  -_ 

recommended  for  wilderness  by  the  Carter  Adminis-        II 
tration.   After  all,  it  is  Congress  which  makes  * 

the  final  decision — and  they  should  have  a  wide 
range  of  choices. 


I 
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B-091/C       Montana  is  blessed  with  a  great  diversity  of  land 
forms  and  eco-types.   I  think  it  is  very  important 
that  this  diversity  be  represented  in  and  preserved 
by  wilderness  designation. 

MSO-105/C     Wilderness  is  important  not  only  to  mankind  but 

to  all  life  on  this  planet  as  it  provides  a  natural 
refuge  for  all  living  things  as  life  in  the  final 
analysis  is  very  fragile,  and  wilderness  does 
provide  the  genesis  of  life. 

MSO-043/C     Given  various  criteria  for  the  inventory  and  classi- 
fication, it  seems  to  be  that  more  attention  should 
be  paid  to  wilderness  values.   I  am  attaching  an 
article  of  mine  on  this  subject.   My  point  is  that 
intangible  and  quality  values  of  wilderness  should 
certainly  be  considered  as  an  integral  part  of  the 
BLM  wilderness  process  and  should  certainly  be 
added  for  justification  with  other  criteria.... 
(Support) .. .all  the  others  in  the  Miles  City  and 
Butte  Districts  that  the  Montana  Wilderness  Associa- 
tion recommends ... .With  the  myriads  of  potential 
BLM  wilderness  areas  under  consideration,  it  would 
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j^     MSO-04  3/C     appear  impossible  to  obtain  effective  and  adequate 
(Cent.)        citizen  participation,  particularly  under  time 

constraints  and  technical  problems.   Consequently, 

P  I  believe  that  BLM  personnel  have  special  public 

■  interest  responsibilities  under  these  problems, 

i.e.,  recommending  public  lands  for  wilderness 

~  classification,  regardless  of  limited  or  no  public 

1^  participation. .. .With  over  100,000  poeple  in  the 

Billings  area,  I  noted  relatively  little  public 

f  lands  in  the  wilderness  inventory  in  the  vicinity. 

'^  Open  space  and  quality  recreation  are  essential 

for  this  largest  population  center  in  Montana. 
Further,  with  approaching  gasoline  shortages, 
most  people  will  be  restricted  to  short  distances 
from  Billings  for  their  recreation  travel.   Conse- 
quently, I  would  recommend  that  special  attention 
Ebe  given  to  wilderness  inventory  and  classification 
near  Billings, 

r-     MC-142/C      The  importance  of  including  areas  of  short  grass 
I  prairie  in  the  wilderness  system  is  undeniable. 

MSO-103/C     Prairie  wilderness  has  been  largely  neglected  as 

an  element  of  the  National  Wilderness  Preservation 

■'  System,  and  BLM  areas... will  be  a  much-needed 

addition.   The  unique  beauty  of  the  natural 
prairie  landscape  is  unknown  to  many,  perhaps 

i^  most,  members  of  the  public.   We  are  quite  certain 

that  wilderness  designation  will  increase  public 
appreciation  of  the  values  and  uses  of  this  type 
of  landscape.   Who  knows,  prairie  wilderness  might 
even  help  some  of  the  non-rancher  public  to  under- 
stand grazing! 

MSO-083/C     I  recoiranend  additional  roadless  areas  be  added  to 

the  intensive  inventory  category  if  they  have  value 
as  examples  for  grassland  vegetation  and  associated 
animal  life.   This  would  be  relatively  flat  land 
and  would  help  meet  a  pressing  need.   Man  has  been 
changing  grasslands  into  deserts  for  thousands  of 
years.   We  need  control  areas  where  natural  grass- 
land communities  can  be  studied  as  a  guide  to 
managing  areas  of  intensive  livestock  use. 

L-02  3/C       I'm  not  sure  in  my  own  mind,  right  now,  just  what 
areas  would  make  the  best  prairie  wilderness.   I 
do  think  candidate  areas  should  have  a  special 
quality,  unique  geological,  historical,  or 
archaeological  features,  relic  or  otherwise  unusual 
range  conditions,  uncommon  vegetation,  or  special 
wildlife  values.   From  my  six  years  in  the  north- 
west corner,  I  think  less  than  a  third  of  the 
roadless  areas  your  people  have  identified  north 
of  the  Missouri  meet  wilderness  standards. 
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L-023/C       The  following  roadless  tracts  should,  in  my  11 

(Cont.)        opinions,  be  given  a  high  priority: 

Lands  adjacent  to  the  portions  of  the  Missouri 

River  classified  as  Wild  and  Scenic;  |l 

Lands  contiguous  with  proposed  wilderness  on  " 

the  Charles  Russell  National  Wildlife  Refuge; 
Lands  contiguous  with  Canada's  proposed  National 

Grassland  Park; 
Prairie  lands  with  limber  pine; 
Prairie  lands  dominated  with  native  wheat  grass, 

areas  in  porcupine  grass; 
Fragile  soil  types,  class  8  lands,  geologically 

formed  alkaline  areas,  badland  areas; 
Any  area  containing  a  relatively  undeveloped  spring,     ll 

creeks,  or  unusual  riparian  habitat.  ™ 

The  lack  of  potable  water  out  here  is  going  to  make 
a  different  recreation  situation  than  we  have  in 
the  moutain  wilderness  areas.   I  favor  the  wilder- 
ness island  concept.   Candidate  areas  should  have 
perimeter  access.   They  should  be  drawn  within  and      « 
next  to  existing  access.   In  important  livestock        il 
areas  they  can  be  situated  just  inside  allotment 
fences.   I  do  not  think  we  have  to  have  the  big 
block  areas  or  buffer  lands  preferred  in  the  west. 
Landowners  in  northeast  Montana  are  overwhelmingly 
opposed  to  wilderness,  and  the  BLM's  first  round 
of  public  hearings  did  not  help  this  situation. 
Frankly,  if  I  were  a  landowner  with  an  allotment 
in  one  of  the  Bureau's  roadless  tracts,  I  would  be 
opposed,  too.   At  least  until  I  got  some  informa-       m 
tion  on  how  the  BLM  intended  to  manage  their  11 

prairie  wilderness.   People  cannot  be  expected  to 
decide  whether  they  want  wilderness  or  not  until 
the  Bureau  is  prepared  to  explain  their  wilderness 
policy.   This  business  of  leaving  it  up  to  Congress 
is  a  bunch  of  baloney.   What  do  they  know  about 
land  management?   They  respond  to  political  pres- 
sures.  The  BLM  has  plenty  of  professional  land 
managers  and  they  are  well  qualified  to  develop 
a  wilderness  policy  now.   My  own  outfit  has  the         n 
same  problem.   I  don't  know  why  a  professional  || 

wildlife  biologist  can't  make  a  good  wildlife 
management  decision  and  back  it  up  with  sound 
biological  thinking  instead  of  deferring  to  the 
courts  and  the  legislature.  No  wonder  the  public 
is  getting  short  with  us.  What  are  we  getting  paid 
for?  I  repeat,  I  don't  see  how  we  can  resolve 
this  wilderness  issue  until  the  BLM  drafts  and 
explains  its  wilderness  policy.  Another  thing, 
there  is  a  lot  of  misunderstanding  about  wilder-  « 
ness,  about  how  it  affects  grazing,  recreation,  ll 
and  wildlife.  There  are  crazy  rumors  about  locking  "^ 
up  land,  denying  the  public  will,  eliminating 
grazing.   Your  wilderness  specialists  need  to  do 
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i      L-023/C       their  part  in  getting  out  the  facts.   From  what 

(Cont.)        I've  observed,  you  have  a  good  crew  of  dedicated 
^  well-qualified,  articulate  wilderness  experts. 

j  These  folks  should  know,  and  I  think  they  do 

'■'  know,  the  history  of  the  wilderness  movement  in 

this  country,  the  philosophy  behind  it,  the 
"^  values  involved,  the  arguments  for  and  against 

^  it,  and  how  wilderness  lands  are  currently  being 

administered  by  other  Interior  Department  agencies 

and  the  Forest  Service.   There  is  no  reason  why  . 
L_  your  wilderness  specialists  cannot  objectively 

answer  questions  like:   What  good  is  wilderness? 

Who  wants  it?  Who  authorized  the  BLM's  current 

wilderness  exercise  and  why?   Later  when  the  BLM 
i«"  develops  a  wilderness  policy,  they  can  explain 

that.   Last,  there  are  some  wilderness  benefits 

Efor  the  stockman,  and  these  should  be  explained. 
In  exchange  for  not  being  able  to  drive  his 
pickup  into  all  of  his  pastures  everyday,  a 
—  rancher  can  be  spared,  at  least  on  part  of  his 

I  operations,  the  problems  associated  with  people 

and  their  machines:   vehicle  damage,  littering, 
poaching,  rustling,  most  vandalism,  requests  for 
'  vehicle  assistance,  snowmobile  damage,  game  and 

W  stock  harassment,  to  name  just  a  few.   Every  land- 

owner I  talked  to  liked  the  idea  ofnot  having  so 
Gmany  state  and  federal  government  workers  of  every 
kind  wandering  through  their  pastures  with  a 
relatively  new  stickered  pickup  every  nice  day. 
Most  thought  this  would  result  in  a  more  stable 
management  program.   I  think  the  majority  of  the 
stockmen  could  live  with  a  piece  of  wilderness  if 
-  they  could  be  assured  that  they  could  continue 
their  grazing  program,-  they  could  contintue  to 
transfer  their  leases,  and  if  administrative 
provisions  allowed  the  use  of  heavy  equipment  to 
periodically  maintain  existing  stockwater  facilites 
and  periodically  use  pickups  to  do  heavy  fence  work, 
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B-034/C**      I  would  like  to  commend  your  recommendations  (or 
most  of  them)  concerning  wilderness ....  I  hope  you 
will  be  able  to  manage  some  areas  contiguous  to 
non-recommended  RARE  II  areas  without  disturbing 
f^  the  ultimate  potential  of  wilderness  should  Congress 

iam  finally  designate  the  Forest  Service  areas  as 

wilderness. 
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CRITICIZING  THE  PROCESS  AND/OR  WILDERNESS  11 
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L-02  4/C       I  know  you  said  if  we  wrote  "Wilderness  stinks," 
(which  9  5%  of  us  would  like  to  in  Phillips  and 
Valley  counties)  you  would  consign  it  to  the 
waste  paper  basket,  but  I  really  think  that  the 
loss  in  revenue  to  the  state,  the  counties,  and 
yes,  the  U.S.  government  ought  to  be  considered... 
Payments  to  the  states  from  mineral  receipts  in 
1978  totaled  $189  million.   How  can  we  in  Montana 
and  the  other  western  states  give  this  kind  of         am 
money  up  just  to  please  environmentalists?   I  || 

say  no.  ■■ 

MSO-103/C     We  detect  a  lack  of  coherent  wilderness  policy         11 
en  the  part  of  BLM.   Procedure,  yes.   Policy,  no.      «• 
This  is  evident  from  the  agency's  almost  fanatical 
adherence  to  the  technicality  of  size  and  by  its 
failure  to  deal  creatively  with  that  problem.  The 
aforementioned  excessive  dependence  on  mutable 
Ri\RE  II  decisions  also  suggests  that  BLM  has  no        || 
firm  wilderness  policy  of  its  own.   One  is  reminded    |l 
of  the  old  saw,  "Where  there's  a  will,  there's  a 
way."   Where  is  BLM's  wilderness  will,  that  it 
can't  find  ways?   What  BLM  does  have,  as  we  know 
from  long  experience  in  Montana,  is  a  sound, 
flexible,  cooperative  working  relationship  with 
the  public.   We  count  on  this  as  we  envision  the 
BLM  wilderness  review  process  of  the  next  years 
and  we  will  be  in  touch- — with  criticism,  help,  or 
whatever  may  be  needed. 


I 


I 
I 

II 
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MSO-040/I*  We  are  aware  that  certain  wording  in  the  Federal 
Land  Policy  and  Management  Act  (FLPMA)  says  that 
other  resource  values  cannot  be  considered  during 
the  inventory  phase;  the  inventory  phase  is  only 
for  the  purpose  of  determining  thsoe  areas  which 
meet  the  criteria  for  wilderness  areas.  Such 
reasoning,  at  this  critical  period  in  our  nation's 
history,  is  restrictive  and  prohibitive  with 
purely  subjective  decisions  and  judgements  being  j- 
the  ultimate  result.  This  is  a  time  when  subjec-  11 
tive  decisions  must  be  avoided  and  replaced  with  " 
firm  and  objective  decisions  which  will  help  lead 
us  away  from  a  condition  that  is  rapidly  becoming 
catastrophic.  Objective  decisions  to  which  we 
refer  can  only  be  made  at  the  district  and  state 
levels  of  your  department.  It  is  inconceivable 
to  think  that  persons  in  our  nation's  capital 
can  see  the  overall  picture  as  clearly  and  objec- 
tively as  you  and  your  district  personnel.... 
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MSO-040/I*     We  are  also  aware  that  your  interim  management 
(Cont.)        guidelines  will  permit  development  of  other 

resources  in  areas  not  covered  by  the  "grandfather 
clause/'  but  only  if  such  development  can  be 
done  without  doing  irreparable  damage  to  the 
wilderness  characteristics  of  the  area.   Such 
prohibitive  restrictions,  plus  the  ever-present 
threat  of  having  to  cease  production  and  rehabili- 
tate an  area  within  five  years  after  Congress 
designates  the  area  as  wilderness,  is  something 
the  energy  industry  cannot  ignore.   Therefore, 
it  is  very  unlikely  that  we  would  engage  in  an 
exploratory  program  in  any  area  that  is  desig- 
nated for  intensive  study  under  Phase  II  of  your 
wilderness  program,  even  in  those  areas  we  feel 
have  significant  potential  as  exploratory  pros- 
pects . 

MSO-101/I**    The  primary  responsibility  of  the  BLM  is  to 
determine  the  highest  and  best  use  of  public 
lands  and  to  efficiently  oversee  that  use.   In 
studying  the  "Wilderness  Inventory  Handbook" 
published  by  the  BLM,  it  is  apparent  that  no 
provision  is  made  for  evaluating  uses  of  the 
land  other  than  as  wilderness  areas.   The  danger 
in  this  approach  is  that  some  lands  whose  natural 
resources  provide  the  economic  base  for  a  large 
segment  of  the  population  will  be  temporarily 
and  perhaps  permanently  withdrawn. . . .Wilderness 
areas  should  not  include  state  or  fee  lands. 
Establishment  of  an  inventory  unit  as  a  wilder- 
ness study  area  will  substantially  prevent  oil 
and  gas  exploration  and  mineral  exploration  and 
development  on  state  lands  because  of  access 
restrictions.   We  do  not  believe  that  an  inventory 
unit  should  encompass  state  lands.   In  every  case 
where  fee  land  is  included  in  a  wilderness  study 
area,  an  unrestricted  right-of-way  should  be 
allowed  to  the  owner.   He  should  be  able  to 
improve  his  property,  build  roads,  drill  a  well, 
and  so  on.   Any  restriction  of  right-of-way  to 
these  lands  or  restrictions  on  the  development 
of  resources  on  these  lands  would  be  an  infringe- 
ment upon  the  rights  of  the  public  or  the  land 
holder. 

MSO-04  3/C      I  have  the  hunch  that  the  BLM  may  be  trying  to  do 
the  job  quickly  and  may  just  pass  over  some  very 
good  wilderness  areas  in  the  process. 
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MC-014/C/O 
MC-112/C 

MC-106/A** 


MC-156/C 


MC-090/R 


B-052/E 


MSO-008/C* 


L-026/C** 


MC-014/C/O 


Don't  agree  with  the  wilderness  review  process. 

I  am  opposed  to  the  wilderness  inventory  because 
of  the  possibility  of  losing  our  natural  resources 
for  future  generations. 

Upon  examination  of  the  map  I  would  have  to  say 
that  the  Miles  City  and  Lewistown  Districts  have 
not  done  their  jobs,  and  even  the  Butte  District 
inventory  is  very  wanting.  I  strongly  recommend 
that  each  go  back  over  each  unit  designation  for 
WSA  to  eliminate  those  that  are  not  outstanding. 
I  would  describe  the  effort  put  forth  by  the 
Miles  City  District  as  superficial  at  best. 

We  had  not  received  word  of  the  public  meetings , 
workshops,  or  open  houses  being  conducted  by  your 
offices  during  the  months  of  April,  May,  or  June 
of  this  year.   Your  help  in  keeping  us  posted  in 
the  future  would  be  greatly  appreciated. 

How  come,  since  I  am  right  in  the  middle  of  this 
proposed  wilderness  area,  I  was  never  notified 
nor  sent  any  maps  or  material  until  I  found  it 
out  a  week  ago  from  a  neighbor  and  I  called  the 
BLM  office  to  send  me  the  information  which  I 
have  just  barely  received.   It  sure  didn't  give 
me  much  time  to  figure  out  what  is  going  on. 

I  would  like  to  mention  that  the  review  process 
for  the  public  would  have  been  much  easier  had 
the  recommendations  been  color-coded  in  on  the 
map.   As  it  was,  it  took  considerable  investment 
of  time  to  adequately  complete  the  map  to  be 
able  to  understand  the  recommendations.   I'm  sure 
many  people  will  not  comment  simply  because  the 
process  was  too  time-consuming  and  complex. 

Your  workshop  was  designed  to  acquaint  people 
with  your  plans... not  to  adapt  their  ideas  where 
possible  into  your  plans.   People  are  tired  of 
such  meetings  where  they  are  told,  not  listened 
to,  and  where  they  are  severely  limited. .. for 
instance,  when  they  have  to  adhere  to  your  defi- 
nition of  what  is  a  road.   It  will  be  very  hard 
to  get  them  to  come  to  another  meeting. 

We  have  been  advised  that  you  are  planning 
(.around  Malta,  south  of  it}  on  turning  more  areas 
into  wilderness  areas.   We  would  not  like  to  see 
this  happen.   Too  much  wilderness  area  is  not 
good  for  the  country. 

Don't  agree  with  having  wilderness  on  district. 
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MC-065/C      Drop  all  proposals. 

B-070/C       Nearly  all  of  the  areas  that  have  been  designated 
in  Beaverhead  and  Madison  Counties  show  very 
little  or  no  capability  as  wilderness  areas. 

MSO-102/AI    I  do  believe  that  considerably  more  could  be 

listed  in  the  "non-recommended"  category  if  one 
was  to  make  a  close  analysis  of  the  area  in 
question  in  light  of  the  road  definition  the 
Bureau  has  employed. 


MC-10  6/A**     I  suspect  that  the  personnel  conducting  the 
.  inventories  have  simply  considered  roadless  as 

m  sufficient  basis  for  WSA  status,  without  bothering 

to  exert  the  additional  effort  at  critical  evalua- 

Etion  necessary  to  weed  out  the  many  typical,   non- 
outstanding  units. 

_     MSO-102/AI    The  Montana  Stockgrowers  Association  opposes 

any  areas  of  either  Forest  or  BLM  land  in 

"■  southeastern  Montana  being  included  as  roadless 

study  areas  for  designation  as  wilderness. 

U     B-054/G       (Beaverhead  County)... is  already  suffering  from 

the  excessive  amount  of  wilderness  area  already 
designated  or  proposed,  and  we  strongly  oppose 

'^  the  addition  of  271,105  acres  of  BLM  land  in 

the  county  to  that  total. 

r     MC-167/RI      I  feel  sure  that  none  of  the  units  in  Carter 
■  County  are  appropriate  or  suitable  for  designa- 

tion and  I  would  urge  you  to  drop  all  sixteen 
'  from  further  consideration. .. .The  sites  in 

iH  Carter  County  designated  for  wilderness  inven- 

tory are  not  wilderness  by  any  commonly  accepted 
standard.   Most  sites  have  had  human  activity 
L^  of  some  intensive  nature  in  recent  time.   Also 

it  is  not  more  than  three  miles  to  the  outside 
boundary  from  any  one  point  within  the  unit. 
1  This  hardly  affords  the  visitor  solitude  or 

^  isolation  from  modern  activity.   It  would,  how- 

ever, provide  a  sanctuary  for  predators  and  a 
reserve  for  noxious  weeds. 

B-067/C       Please  enter  this  letter  as  a  protest  to  the 
proposed  wilderness  or  primitive  areas  for 
Beaverhead  County. 

MSO-019/C     Now,  we  certainly  have  need  of  all  the  meat  and 
wool  that  can  be  produced.   Some  of  these  pro- 
posed restrictions  will  certainly  cut  production 
in  many  cases  and  raise  cost  of  production.  (As 
if  meat  isn't  expensive  enough  already.) 


^ 


1^^ 
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MC-106/A**     In  examining  the  state  map  provided  by  your 
office,  I  was  appalled  at  the  vast  amount  of 
National  Forest  land  already  designated  as 
wilderness.   With  some  additional  6  00,000  acres 
recommended  for  wilderness  and  1.3  million  acres 
for  further  study  under  RARE  II,  it  seems  there 
is  no  such  thing  as  typical  Montana  land. 


I 


MSO-010/R     I  hope  that  we  never  see  any  part  of  the  Big  II 

Dry  Grazing  District  as  wilderness. 


B-0  77/C       When  looking  at  the  map  and  seeing  the  vast  [I 

areas  already  designated  as  wilderness  in  " 

Montana... we  cannot  see  the  wisdom  or  need  to 
designate  more  in  wilderness. .. .We  cannot  agree 
that  many  of  the  areas  that  are  now  under  further 
study  for  wilderness  consideration  should  be 
designated  as  such. 


I 
I 
I 
I 

MSO-038/A  The  Phillips  County  Historical  Society  feels  that  m 
the  Initial  Wilderness  Inventory  areas  in  Phillips  11 
County  should  remain  in  a  multiple  use  status. 


I 


I 
I 


MSO-101/I**    It  seems  clear  that  a  substantial  portion  of  the 
proposed  wilderness  study  areas  fail  to  meet  the 
basic  criteria  for  wilderness.   These  should  be 
promptly  deleted  from  the  program  and  returned 
to  multiple  use  management.   This  is  in  the  best        y| 
interest  of  our  country, 

MSO-096/I*     In  reading  Sec.  603(a),  keeping  in  mind  the  defi-       11 
nition  cited  above,  we  submit  that  there  are 
several  inventory  units  designated  for  wilderness  • 
or  intensive  wilderness  study  which  do  not  meet 
the  criteria  set  forth  in  Sec,  603(a).   It  is  for 
this  reason  that  Marathon  believes  such  units 
should  be  dropped  from  wilderness  recommendation 
or  intensive  wilderness  study  and  become  immedi- 
ately available  for  normal  public  land  use  and, 
in  particular,  exploration  and  development  for  ■■ 

energy  sources.   It  is  very  clear  that  the  intent       || 
of  Congress  set  forth  in  FLPMA  is  that  the  Secre- 
tary  shall  use  and  observe  the  principles  of 
multiple  use  and  sustained  yield  set  forth  in 
this  act  and  other  applicable  law.   It  is  our 
further  belief  that  no  lands  should  be  withdrawn 
for  inclusion  in  the  wilderness  system  or  be 
restricted  by  intensive  wilderness  study  until 
it  has  been  determined  what  oil  resources  might 
exist;  and,  of  course,  this  can  only  be  accom-  -_ 

plished  by  appropriate  exploration ....  It  is  indeed       II 
unfortunate  that  the  timing  of  the  inventory  " 

studies  was  such  that  the  public  could  not  have 
made  on-site  inspections  in  order  to  furnish  you 
specific  information  as  it  would  apply  to  each 
individual  inventoried  unit. 


I 

11 
I 


I 
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,  L-OOl/A       To  incorporate  areas  encompassing  obvious 

characteristics  unsuitable  to  wilderness  quality, 
we  conclude  that  further  study  of  these  areas  to 
be  nothing  more  than  an  unnecessary  disruption 
of  land  management  and  the  United  States  economy. 

B-078/C       I  strongly  oppose  the  proposed  wilderness 

designation  of  areas  within  the  Butte  District. 

L-OOl/A       The  Montana  4X4  Association  and  the  United  Four- 
Wheel  Drive  Associations  maintain  the  United 
States  have  sufficient  representations  of  "unique 
and  outstanding"  lands  within  the  present  National 
Wilderness  Preservation  System. 

B-055/C       On  most  of  these  proposals,  it  would  seem  we  are 
scraping  the  bottom  for  wilderness  potential. 

L-041/I       The  Fergus  County  Montana  Mining  Association  and 
its  members  are  very  opposed  to  the  designation 
of  any  more  of  the  lands  of  Montana  as  wilderness. 

B-075/C       I  am  opposed  to  any  BLM  lands  being  placed  into 
wilderness.   Since  lumbering  and  oil  production 
possibilities  exist  on  these  proposed  wilderness 
areas  it  would  be  foolish  to  remove  any  more 
resources  from  use. 

MSO-010/R     I  hope  that  I  don't  get  caught  in  an  area  picked 
for  wilderness,  for  wilderness  is  a  bad  word  to 
all  stockmen  in  this  area. 

MC-126/RI     We  feel  it  is  Unfair  to  the  land  owners  surround- 
I  ing  the  wilderness  area  to  condemn  land  and  force 

b»  access  roads  to  accomodate  recreationists . 

L-004/R       In  Blaine  County,  I  can  see  no  reason  for  putting 
^  any  of  the  proposed  areas  in  a  wilderness  classi- 

fication.  Why  not  leave  it  as  it  is  now  without 
|-  putting  additional  restrictions  on  its  use. 

These  restrictions  would  be  mandatory  if  these 
'^  areas  were  put  in  a  wilderness  classification. 

r     L-008/C       Wilderness  is  O.K.  in  certain  places  but  I  think 
IM  it  is  overdone.   With  our  large  population  of 

people  and  shortages  of  things  in  this  country 
f"  I  think  more  land  should  be  developed  and  put 

^  into  production  instead  of  this  stupid  wilderness 

where  no  one  gains  anything....!  think  Montana 

B  should  have  more  recreation  sites  also.... This 

I  say  is  no  place  for  a  wilderness.   Check  this 
out  and  see  if  I  ain't  right. 


564 


B-089/C       I  am  opposed  to  any  BLM  lands  being  placed  into 
wilderness. 


MC-178/C      I  protest  the  consideration  of  this  land  for 

wilderness  designation  and  in  support  of  (this) 
protest  represent  that  the  land  in  this  entire 
area  is  open  grassy  pasture  land  not  suitable 
for  wilderness  type  recreation  uses. 

B-109/C       I  feel  that  Montana  has  enough  wilderness  areas. 

B-108/C       I  am  totally  against  any  more  Montana  BLM  lands 
being  turned  into  wilderness. 

B-120/C       I  am  against  wilderness  designation  on  all  areas 
currently  being  studied  by  the  BLM.   I  am 
violently  opposed  to  any  further  wilderness 
designation. 

MSO-023/C      I  strongly  oppose  any  more  wilderness  additions 
in  Montana.   I  believe  we  have  the  distinction 
of  being  the  2nd  largest  wilderness  state. 


B-086/C 


opposed  I  am  to  any  more  land  being  put  into 
wilderness. 


MSO-079/C      I  don't  believe  that  there  is  any  land  in  the 
country  outside  of  the  Charles  Russell  Game 
Range  that  should  be  considered. 

B-098/C       I  do  not  feel  we  need  any  further  wilderness  in 
the  state  of  Montana  at  all! 


I 


L-007/C  Having  observed  what  happens  to  owners  in  the  Bob  H 
Marshall  when  that  area  was  declared  wilderness,  " 
I  can  produce  people  to  testify  whose  properties 
have  been  burnt.  Others ...  cannot  operate  due  to 
the  restrictions. 


I 


I 
I 


I 
I 


L-024/C       Montana  cannot  afford  so  much  useless  land  as  n 

these  wilderness  areas  take  in.   Who  pays  the  H 

taxes  and  supports  the  government? 


I  am  opposed  to  any  wilderness  areas  on  BLM  11 

lands....!  cannot  emphasize  strongly  enough  how         "■ 

I 


L-051/C       We  would  like  to  go  on  record  as  saying  that  we 

do  not  want  more  wilderness  areas  in  Phillips  n 

County, .. .The  BLM  land  in  our  county  is  now  H 

being  used  in  a  way  to  benefit  the  rancher  and 
to  keep  the  range  in  peak  condition,  but  in  its 
natural  state  as  much  as  possible.   We  can  see 
no  benefit  to  rancher,  range  or  recreationists , 
naturalists,  economists,  ecologists  or  whatever, 
by  making  any  changes. 


I 
I 
I 
I 
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L-049/C       We  are  definitely  against  any  more  wilderness 
areas  in  Phillips  County  or  any  place  in  the 
U.S.  for  that  matter.   This  is  the  feeling  of 
dozens  of  our  neighbors. 

MSO-026/C     I  am  for  conserving  natural  beauty  but  I  am  also 
for  the  best  utilization  of  the  land  that  nature 
provides.   This  can  best  be  done  by  allowing  the 
lands  to  be  used  for  the  most  people — wilderness 
excludes  most  of  us.   We  don't  all  have  horses 
nor  can  we  all  ride  them  if  we  had.   And  right 
now  my  right  leg  would  not  walk  very  far  in  a 
wilderness.   Still,  I  do  enjoy  the  mountains  and 
a  picnic  in  the  hills  is  a  special  treat.... Our 
state  needs  to  use  common  sense  in  this  matter. 
We  must  not  be  swayed  by  the  emotionalism  of 
some  on  preserving  nature  for  the  sake  of  nature. 

B-062/I       Designation  of  new  wilderness  and  primitive 

areas  in  southwestern  Montana  will  only  serve 
to  advertise  these  areas  to  people  all  over  the 
U.S.  and  thereby  bring  in  larger  numbers  of 
people  who  could  care  less  about  disturbing 
livestock,  or  other  agricultural  operations — 
simply  because  they  will  insist  on  getting  to 
designated  wilderness  and  primitive  places  shown 
on  maps. 


MSO-079/C     The  only  public  use  of  the  federal  lands  in  this 

Earea  that  I  have  seen  is  hunting  and  fishing 
other  than  livestock  use  and  these  uses  are 
improved  by  easy  access  to  these  land  that  would 
be  impossible  under  wilderness....!  have  not  met 

Uone  person  except  representatives  of  some  organi- 
zation that  is  in  favor  of  more  wilderness  in  the 
state  of  Montana  and  I  just  don't  believe  that 
r  Congress  intended  this  type  (of)  area  (to)  be 

L_  studied  for  wilderness. 


I 


r" 


B-054/G       The  loss  of  a  total  of  271,105  acres  of  BLM  land 
in  Beaverhead  County  to  instant  wilderness, 
further  wilderness  inventory,  etc.,  in  addition 
to  the  many  thousands  of  acres  already  equally 
tied  up  in  RARE  II  wilderness  evaluation,  puts 
an  intolerable  burden  on  this  country  where  two- 
thirds  of  the  land  is  owned  by  the  federal  and 
state  governments  and  only  one-third  of  the 
land  can  provide  a  tax  base  for  the  county. 
Removal  of  these  lands  from  multiple  use  by  the 
ranching,  mining,  and  timber  enterprises  is 
going  to  have  a  severe  effect  on  their  survival 
as  businesses  and  thus  on  the  county  economy 
which  is  dependent  on  their  survival. 
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MC-106/A'"'^    We  do  not  wish  that  the  national  interest  be 

sacrificed  for  the  sake  of  the  1&  of  the  popu- 
lace who  use  wilderness  areas.   It  is  our  belief         ■■ 
that  if  they  succeed,  they  will  have  stolen  the  11 

public  land  for  their  exclusive  use,  in  measure 
all  out  of  proportion  to  their  part  of  the  total 
population.   They  will  deny  the  nation  the  availa- 
bility of  renewable  resources  at  great  sacrifice 
to  the  national  economy  in  terms  of  jobs,  consumer 
costs,  and  the  balance  of  payments.   They  will 
succeed  in  doing  the  same  where  non-renewable 
resources  are  concerned,  including  minerals 
required  for  crucial  energy  needs  and  those  „ 

needed  for  national  self-sufficiency  for  national        fl 
security  needs  that  mandate  domestic  sources  to  "^ 

avoid  dependency  on  interruptable  foreign  sources. 
The  havoc  wrought  by  chaotic  interruption  of 
petro  supplies  is  all  too  recent  to  be  so  easily 
forgotten. 

B-059/C       In  my  opinion  the  Forest  and  BLM  are  using  pull  g 

from  a  minority  of  people  calling  themselves 
environmentalists  who  have  the  power  and  money 
to  force  these  closures  and  cutbacks  and  the 
only  real  advantage  to  come  out  of  it  is  the 
rich  and  fit  will  enjoy  it.   A  good  percentage 
of  the  fit  are  already  on  the  taxpayers  rolls 
as  welfare  and  unemployed.   And  middle  class 
America  just  loses  another  good  place  to  get 
away  for  a  couple  of  hours. 


I 


I 
I 
I 


MC-105/R      My  thoughts  about  wilderness  in  this  country  is 

why  take  it  away  from  the  people  for  a  few  rich  „ 

and  able  bodied  to  play  on.  -      II 

MC-051/C      Wilderness  areas  would  make  it  difficult  to  run 
livestock.   Not  allowing  motorized  vehicles 
would  make  it  hard  to  do  maintenance  and  handle 
livestock- .. .We  are  told  that  the  land  will  still 
be  open  to  grazing  but  how  will  the  rancher  main- 
tain his  fences,  dams  and  reservoirs  without 
vehicles? ... .If  these  affected  ranchers  are 
forced  out  of  business  as  others  in  our  state 
have  been  by  this  same  situation,  our  county  II 

will  be  dealt  a  severe  blow,  financially.   Our  ■' 

population  is  already  sparse — to  maintain  and 
support  our  schools,  roads  and  other  facilities 
with  fewer  people  on  the  tax  rolls  would  be  a 
real  hardship.   We  need  this  land  in  production 
and  we  need  these  people  in  order  to  keep  our 
county  financially  solid. 


i 

I 


I 
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MSO-019/C     I  protest  not  letting  vehicles  be  used  on  this 
wilderness  land.   Non-use  of  vehicles  places  an 
unjust  handicap  on  the  livestock  producer.  This 
idea  of  no  road  is  catering  to  the  whims  of  a 
few  people  at  the  expense  of  the  great  majority 
of  the  people.   For  every  one  who  can  and  wants 
to  backpack  into  an  area  of  no  roads,  etc., 
there  are  a  thousand  people  who  like  to  enjoy  a 
little  of  the  great  outdoors,  but  aren't  able  or 
inclined  to  go  that  primitive.   Remember  they  are 
citizens  and  taxpayers  the  same  as  the  person  who 
wants  to  backpack  around....!  protest  the  stopping 
of  oil  exploration.   First,  I  can't  believe  the 
damage  is  significant.   In  looking  at  the  oil 
fields  around  here,  a  few  years  after,  the  scars 
are  healed,  people  are  farming,  haying,  raising 
livestock,  etc.,  among  the  wells.   It  just  isn't 
damaging  the  environment  very  much.   When  the  life 
of  the  wells  is  over,  if  the  sites  are  cleaned  up 
and  reseeded,  there  need  be  no  permanent  damage. 
It  does  not  effect  the  wildlife.   I  see  antelope 
grazing  or  resting  practically  in  the  shade  of 
the  oil  tanks,   I  hope  you  too  can  realize  how 
extremely  important  it  is  that  we  find  and  pro- 
duce enough  oil  to  keep  America  going.   We  have 
to  explore  to  find  it.   Locking  up  all  this  land 
could  cause  an  energy  crisis  that  would  cost 
America  her  freedom.   You  will  recall  that  the 
Indians  had  all  of  America  in  a  "wilderness." 
They  conserved  it,  I  guess.   But  they  lost  it! 
If  we  curtail  our  energy  production  enough  and 
throw  our  country  into  a  tailspin,  we  too,  will 
lose  it!   I  believe  in  conservation  and  in  keeping 
the  environment  in  as  clean  and  healthy  condition 
as  we  can.   But  let's  use  some  horse  sense.   I 
believe  this  land  was  put  here  for  man  to  use. 
Let's  not  listen  to  a  few  radicals  to  the  extent 
that  we  ignore  the  great  majority  of  our  citizens. 
The  real  bottom  line  to  all  this  is  the  drive  for 
total  government  control  of  the  land.   Control 
the  land  and  you  control  the  people.   It  used  to 
be  known  as  slavery. 

MC-137/R      Far  less  people  would  benefit  from  an  area  where 
no  vehicle  travel  is  allowed,  than  presently 
benefit  from  hunting,  photography,  and  other 
activities  presently  enjoyed  by  many. .. .Finally, 
in  the  long  pull,  establishment  of  areas  as 
wilderness,  would  be  financially  devastating  to 
many  ranchers  (and)  will  eventually  reduce  many 
livestock  numbers  and  thus  reduce  tax  revenue  and 
will  apply  much  additional  hunting  pressure  on 
private  and  public  lands ....  (unintelligible) .. . 
not  carry  the  game  out  by  hand.   Access  over 

deeded  land  must  also  be  considered It  seems  to 

me  the  establishment  of  such  areas  will  do  more  to 

erode  sportsman-landowner  relationships  than  any 
other  possible  action. 
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Wilderness  Act.   If  strong  public  support  indi- 
cates non-development  for  an  area  then  it  should 
be  managed  administratively  as  a  recreation  area. 
To  name  it  a  wilderness  would  downgrade  the  whole 
wilderness  system  and  be  a  warping  of  the  inten- 
tion of  Congress  in  setting  up  the  Wilderness 
System. 


I 


B-076/C       I  feel  that  the  BLM  is  grasping  at  straws  to  II 

come  up  with  a  wilderness  area  in  the  southwest 
Montana.   I  don't  feel  any  of  their  lands  meet 
the  criteria  as  stated  by  Congress  in  the  II 

Wilderness    Ant.        Tf    strnna    nnbl  i  n    einnnort     inHi-  " 


I 

1 

MSO-1  01 /!*''=■   The  present  multiple  use  management  of  public 

lands  serves  the  country  well  by  making  essential       11 
natural  resources  in  arazlna.  timber  and  minp'ral         11 


I 


natural  resources  in  grazing,  timber  and  mineral 

resources  available  for  development.   Some  lands 

may  have  valid  wilderness  characteristics  and 

perhaps  should  be  preserved  as  wilderness.   We 

feel,  however,  that  too  much  land  has  been  tied 

up  for  further  inventory  and  possible  withdrawal.        n 

We  find  that  many  areas  submitted  for  further  a 

inventory  do  not  adequately  meet  the  definitions 

and  requirements  of  a  wilderness  area  as  delineated 

by  our  Congress. 


I 
i 


I 
I 


B-044/R       Wilderness  has  been  carried  too  far.   Why  not 

just  skip  conservation.   We  have  proved  that  grass 
has  gotten  better  through  the  proper  use  over  the 
past.   With  grazing  the  grass  the  game  has  bene- 
fitted.  I  can  see  no  question  for  all  the  money        m 
this  is  costing  our  country  with  all  this  rigamaroll.    |l 

L-006/AI/O  We  are  in  favor  of  leaving  all  the  land  involved 
as  it  is  used  as  multi-purpose  land  administered 
by  the  BLM,  who  have  done  a  good  job,  and  against 
any  of  the  land  being  put  into  wilderness  areas 
for  the  following  reasons.  A  wilderness  area  does 
not  allow  any  vehicles  in  the  area.  This  means 
no  hunter  can  drive  across  the  land  to  pick  up 
their  game.  It  would  also  prohibit  a  tractor  or  .» 
trucks  to  repair  a  reservoir  that  needed  repair  jl 
that  is  being  used  for  fishing  or  water  for  live- 
stock.  We  have  an  energy  shortage  today.  No 
exploration  would  be  permitted,  no  gas  and  oil 
pipelines  would  be  permitted  to  cross  the  area, 
or  any  power  lines  to  cross  or  be  repaired  in  the 
future.  If  it  is  left  as  multiple-use,  it  would 
be  beneficial  to  the  local  economy  due  to  the 
money  spent  for  recreation  equipment,  ranch  equip- 
ment, and  gas  and  oil  exploration,  which  would  « 
result  in  gas  and  oil  royalties.  Also  a  number  m 
of  jobs  are  created  on  the  ranches  and  exploration 
outfits. 


I 

i 
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MC--074/C      I  think  the  whole  wilderness  area  concept  is  a 

bunch  of  bullshit,  everybody  is  better  off  under 
a  multiple  use  concept. 

MSO-038/A     Wilderness  status  would  in  a  short  time  revert 

_  the  land  and  its  related  values  to  where  they 

were  50  years  ago  and  nullify  all  the  progress 

u  made  in  management  and  conservation  during  this 

time  simply  by  negating  maintenance  of  existing 
facilities. .„ oWith  the  ever-increasing  shortage 

1^  of  energy,  usage  of  public  lands  by  large  numbers 

of  people  will  decline.   The  recent  published 
rules  for  off-road  vehicle  travel  give  the  BLM 

,  control  over  indiscriminate  travel  in  all  areas. 

Both  above  factors  make  wilderness  designation 
unnecessary. . . .Be  it  resolved  that  the  Phillips 

f  County  Historical  Society  favors  multiple  use 

status  rather  than  wilderness  status  for  all 
interests  in  the  management  of  the  public  lands 
of  Phillips  County. 

B-054/G       The  Board  wishes  to  express  its  opposition  to 
the  increasingly  used  expression  "highest  and 
'  best  use"  which  seems  to  be  an  emerging  new 

"  concept  in  land  use.   We  reaffirm  our  support 

of  the  multiple  use  concept  as  an  economic 
necessity  to  Beaverhead  County  and  feel  that 
Lf  the  term  "highest  and  best  use"  is  in  direct 

conflict  with  the  multiple  use  concept. 

B-077/C       Most  BLM  lands  have  more  beneficial  use  and  more 
potential  for  improvement  under  the  multiple  use 
status.   Areas  put  in  wilderness  limits  the  use 
to  a  small  portion  of  our  people  and  cannot  be 
properly  managed  or  the  valuable  resources 
properly  utilized. 

MSO-035/C     I  am  against  the  development  of  these  (wilderness 
areas) .   Montana  land  needs  necessary  improve- 
ments such  as  dams,  water  lines,  windmills,  etc. 
to  make  the  land  usable.   Flood  control  by  the 
use  of  dams  is  very  necessary. 

MC-166/C      Can  only  say  that  if  such  a  policy  is  adopted 
it  will  certainly  work  an  extreme  economical 
hardship  on  the  users.   The  county  tax  base 
will  be  considerably  lessened,  and  business  as 
a  whole  will  suffer.   Think  I  am  safe  in  saying 
that  under  the  present  setup  that  the  grass 
cover  has  more  than  doubled  over  all  that  I 
have  observed.   Which  is  considerable. 
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wilderness  designations  have  on  the  economy  of 
this  area, 


I 
I 
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MSO-102/AI    Wilderness  is  not  the  type  of  use  that  lends 

itself  well  to  agricultural  activity.   LU  lands 
were  multiple  use  lands  in  the  true  sense  of 
the  word.   Most  of  them  were  abandoned  farm 
lands  and  required  a  great  deal  of  reseeding 
and  millions  of  dollars  worth  of  water  develop- 
ments.  To  consider  these  types  of  lands  as  ll 
"wilderness"  contradicts  the  original  concept           ■■ 
of  wilderness  as  being  pristine  areas  untram- 
meled  by  man. .. .Montana  Stockgrowers  Assoc, 
joins  with  the  Southwestern  Montana  Livestock 
Association  and  the  National  Cattlemen's  Assoc, 
to  keep  our  congressional  delegation  informed  » 
as  to  the  adverse  effects  these  continuing  II 


I 
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B-072/A       We  have  watched  the  spread  of  wilderness  across 
public  lands  in  Montana  and  we  feel  that  the 
area  now  in  wilderness  is  far  beyond  any  reason- 
able size  and  further  designations  for  wilder-  ^^ 
ness  will  have  serious  economic  impacts.   Our 
livelihood  depends  on  public  lands  for  grazing,  n 
mining,  logging,  and  recreation,  thus  we  support         11 
planning  within  existing  multiple  use  guidelines 
rather  than  under  a  wilderness  "lockup."   This 
is  a  time  when  our  state  and  our  nation  needs 
further  development  of  our  basic  resources  under 
sound  planning,  it  is  not  the  time  to  withdraw 
.  these  resource  lands  from  use  so  the  "elite"  ", 
few  can  enjoy  these  areas  while  residents  of  the         ^^i 
impacted  states  suffer  the  consequences  of  with- 
drawal or  curtailment  or  restriction  for  the 
elite  benefit. 


I 


I 
I 
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MSO-025/C     Do  the  hunters,  backpackers,  lookers,  recrea- 

tionists,  and  environmentalists  spend  more  money 

and  repair  and  maintenance  than  the  people  who 

make  a  living  off  this  land:   If  they  do,  how 

much  more:   It  looks  to  me  like  in  the  last  40 

years  the  grazing  has  improved  in  this  area  and 

is  better  now  than  ever.   The  ranchers  have  the 

credit  going  to  them  as  they  are  the  ones  who 

made  it  this  way  not  the  people  who  want  wilder-        '  | 

ness  made  or  the  man  sitting  behind  a  desk  in  ''"* 

a  warm  office  thinking  up  crap  like  this  to 

harass  the  man  who  spends  7  days  a  week,  1 0  to 

18  hours  a  day  alot  of  days  feeding  a  nation 

cheap  food  and  half  a  hungry  world.   They,  the 

workers,  deserve  the  credit  so  lets  stop  this 

wilderness  bit  now.   It  would  spread  and  spread 

and  where  would  it  end?   There  is  no  guarantee 

that  it  would  end,  once  established  it  is  there 

for  too  long. 


I 
I 
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B-013/I       The  citizens  of  Beaverhead  and  Madison  Counties 
don't  need  more  wilderness,  they  need  more  job 
opportunities.   I  am  sure  this  sounds  like  the 
typical  "development  at  any  cost"  attitude. 
However,  new  money  is  needed  in  all  communities 
and  especially  in  small  populated  areas  like 
p  southwestern  Montana.   A  town  cannot  survive 

!^  without  the  new  money  generated  by  the  Resource 

Industries  like  mining,  timber,  and  agriculture. 

!      L-001/A       Maintain  that  the  men  who  composed  the  Wilderness 
^  Act  of  1964  did  not  intend  for  things  such  as 

road,  cabin  or  buildings,  pumping  stations, 
previously  logged  areas,  and  other  similar  man- 
4^  made  impressions  on  the  land  to  be  included  as 

"ecological,  scenic,  or  historical  value."   That 

I  they  did  provide  for  the  uses  of  some  resources 

does  not  preclude  their  initial  intentions,... 
If  activities  such  as  "ORV  use  on  existing  ways 

^  and  trails"  do  not  cause  physical  changes  that 

would  harm  the  area's  wilderness  qualities, 

W  what  possible  harm  can  these  uses  impose  on  a 

Designated  Wilderness  Area?   The  arguments  of 
"solitude"  and  "aesthetics"  are  absolutely  feeble 

|y  at  best.   If  an  area  of  5000  acres  or  more  is 

"roadless"  enough  to  be  qualified  for  wilderness 
inclusion,  there  undoubtedly  is  an  abundance  of 

;  undisturbed  areas  where  motorized  travel  would 

'**  be  totally  unnoticed. 

CB-045/C       As  wilderness — it  would  be  fine  if  they  didn't 
change  the  grazing  system  from  what  is  now. 

MC-167/RI      Initially  I  would  point  out  that  the  impact  of 
^  designating  for  wilderness  consideration  the 

sixteen  intensive  study  units  that  lie  within 
Carter  County,  would  have  profound  disabling 
y  effects  on  the  county's  economy  and  social 

structure.   The  interim  mangement  guidelines 
would  slow  or  stop  new  range  improvements, 
ff  attract  publicity,  and  create  an  atmosphere  of 

I*  turmoil,  if  imposed  on  any  of  the  inventory 

units.   The  sixteen  units  recommended  for 
p  intensive  wilderness  inventory  totatl  302,374 

'^  acres,  14%  of  the  county's  2,119,680  acres  or 

50%  of  the  federal  land  in  the  county.   The 
BLM  inventory  recommendation  places  181,000 
AUMs  and  nearly  one  half  of  the  county's  live- 
■*  stock  in  jeopardy  of  some  kind  of  management 

change.   Despite  assurances  that  grazing  is 
allowed  within  wilderness  areas,  experience  has 
w<  shown  that  Forest  Service  wilderness  management 

has  reduced  productive  grazing  management.  . 
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L-029/C       Any  more  money  spent  on  wildernesses  I  think  ]| 

should  be  spent  on  the  wildernesses  already  " 

established.   Like  some  access  roads  straight 
to  the  water  for  fishing  and  boating,  manage- 
ment to  raise  more  game,  less  prairie  dogs, 
less  coyotes,  etc. 


B-057/C       I  am  opposed  to  a  wilderness,  where  there  is 
summer  grazing  for  cattle  in  that  area. 

B-054/G       The  Beaverhead  County  Master  Plan  is  specifi- 
cally opposed  to  further  wilderness  area  desig- 
nation in  the  County.   The  goals  and  objectives 
concerning  the  economy  of  the  county  state  that 
the  resources  that  support  agriculture,  mining, 
and  forest  products  in  the  county  should  be 
protected  by  continued  multiple  use  of  public 
lands.   It  is  the  Board's  feeling  that  locking 
up  these  resources  through  further  wilderness 
designation  will  be  a  waste  of  the  natural 
resources  on  which  the  county  is  dependent 
economically.   This  effect  is  particularly  hard 


I 
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MSO-087/R     This  area  is  not  suitable  for  wilderness 

because  of  the  roads  which  have  been  marked 

on  Department  of  Interior  maps  to  direct  the 

public  and  also  for  dirt  contractors  who  have  || 

repaired  stock  dams.   There  are  no  natural  " 

springs  to  water  wild  life  or  livestock.  They 

must  rely  on  man-made  water  reservoirs  which 

need  frequent  maintenance  as  the  soil  is  clay. 

This  area  is  used  by  several  ranchers  for 

grazing  livestock  and  many  fences  cross  through         m 

this  proposed  area  to  keep  ranchers'  livestock  fl 

separate.   The  economic  effect  to  have  this 

put  into  a  wilderness  certainly  would  be  a  ^ 

hardship  to  these  people  who  have  developed  w 

their  ranch  operations  over  a  lifetime  counting         ■• 

on  these  acreages. 

B-053/C       I  am  not  in  favor  of  any  more  wilderness  areas.  jl 

For  years  ranchers  have  depended  on  this  land 
to  supplement  with  their  own  private  land.  n 

Also  if  they  are  cut  in  their  numbers  it  also  ll 

works  a  hardship  on  them.   After  all  we  have 
to  keep  the  economy  of  this  country  going  and 
it  looks  pretty  shakey  now.  ll 

B-040/RA      We  cannot  support  wilderness  study  and  wilder- 
ness area  designations  as  they  seek  to  take 
much  needed  resource  land  out  of  public  use 
which  most  surely  will  affect  our  Montana 
economy.   The  rancher/stockman  cannot  bear  the 
burden  of  increased  restrictions  while  the 
"elite"  out-of-stater  demands  more  wilderness 
for  his  use.  .  , 


I 
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B-054/G 
(Cont) 


B-017/C 


L-029/C 


B-048/C 


MC-106/A** 


ta 


in  a  county  where  two-thirds  of  the  land  belongs 
to  the  federal  and  state  governments  and  any 
change  in  allowed  uses  of  that  land  has  a  severe 
effect  on  the  economy. 


Too  much  wilderness  now. 
enterprise. 


Let's  return  to  free 


We  do  not 
so  common 
is  nothing 
and  perhap 
is  protect 
not  settle 
WSA  desian 


support  designation  for  lands  that  are 
in  traits  to  so  many  others  that  there 

unique  about  them  Save  being  roadless 
s  undisturbed.  Their  public  ownership 
ion  enough  from  despoliation.   We  will 

for  less  and  will  strongly  protest 
ation  where  this  criteria  is  not  met. 


People  back  east  that  push  these  wilderness  ideas 
will  never  even  see  them.   A  low  percent  of  the 
rich  may,  but  the  common  everyday  people  can't 
afford  to. 

...especially  the  ones  that  are  so  hell-bent 
on  turning  the  northwest  into  a  wilderness  state, 
to  be  used  by  the  "elite"  from  the  big  cities 
and  coastal  areas.   If  these  people  are  so 
hell-bent  on  wilderness,  let  them  create  it, 
in  their  own  states,  where  they  reside ... .Let 
these  out-of-state  interests  that  have  so  much 
money  to  throw  around,  that  want  to  turn  Montana 
and  the  rest  of  the  northwest  into  "wilderness" 
do  it  in  their  own  states.   History  has  already 
proved  that  "wilderness"  classification  only 
brings  about  overuse  of  the  area  and  causes  more 
problems,  which  require  more  manpower  and  vehicles 
to  supervise  and  enforce.   Certainly  we  here  in 
Montana  should  have  equal  opportunity  to  use 
this  public  land.   If  anyone  wants  to  backpack 
and  hike,  let  them  do  it.   It  sure  as  hell  don't 
have  to  be  shut  down  and  turned  into  "wj.lderness, 
roadless"  areas  to  do  so. 

I  have  read  of  disturbing  news  of  instances  where 
old  mining  sites,  trails,  houses,  and  other  old 
structures  have  been  removed  to  "restore"  the 
land.   If  it  is  true  that  remnants  of  antiguity 
or  historic  sites  are  being  deliberately  destroyed 
for  the  sake  of  creating  recycled  wilderness,  I 
would  describe  such  wanton  acts  as  on  a  par  with 
those  of  a  modern  day  Atilla  the  Hun.   If  they 
are  occurring,  they  should  be  stopped  post  haste. 
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B-062/I       The  needs  of o . .residents  must  be  considered  above 
those  of  people  from  other  regions  if  southwestern 
Montana  is  to  maintain  the  economic  health  and 
balance  this  area  has  fought  to  achieve.   We 
here  may  have  the  right  legally  to  help  determine 
the  designation  of  areas  in  the  eastern  or  southern 
provinces  of  this  country,  but  we  do  not  ask  to 
do  this  nor  propose  that  we  should  exercise  such 
a  perogative.   To  this  extent,  designations  of 
this  important  nature  should  be  governed  to  the 
greatest  extent  by  local  area  residents  in  each 
part  of  the  United  States. 

MC-108/C      Wilderness  should  be  back  east  because  that's 
where  there  is  support  and  use.   Can't  see 
wilderness  out  here  (SE  Montana)  because  it  is 
hot  in  summer,  blizzard  in  winter.   Recreationists 
are  welcome  to  cross  private  onto  public  land, 
so  long  as  they  don't  abuse  it.   Therefore,  why 
make  wilderness? 

MSO-089/R"*  I  see  no  need  of  increasing  federal  employees 
to  administer  a  "wilderness"  program  when  our 
present  condition  is  effective. 


I 
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MC-1 06/A"^'''    I  fail  to  understand  how  such  a  large  percentage 
of  this  land  can  be  described  as  "outstanding" 
(which  the  BLM  Wilderness  Inventory  Handbook  H 

correctly  defines  as  standing  out  among  others  ll 

of  its  kind'  conspicuous,  superior  to  others  of 
its  kind,  etc.)  since  the  gross  area  is  fairly 
widespread,  thus  "outstanding"  precludes  such 
an  extensive  common  characteristic,  the  two 
being  mutually  exclusive.  In  examining  the  list 
of  units  recommended  for  WSA  (Intensive  Inventory) 
designation  provided  by  your  office  and  these 
tracts  on  the  map,  it  is  apparent  that  what  has 
happened  in  the  National  Forests  is  also  planned  |-  , 
for  BLM  lands.  Such  gross  amounts  of  land  cannot  H  i 
be  so  widespread  and  still  be  described  as  out-  '"  f 
standing. 
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B-043/C       We  definitely  need  some  wilderness.   But  we  also 
need  areas  open  to  grazing,  timber  harvesting, 
mining,  and  access  with  motor  vehicles  both  for  **■* 

industry  and  recreation.   Wildlife  should  be 
protected  and  allowed  feeding  grounds,  etc. 
But  residents  of  the  area  also  have  to  live  and 
feed  themselves,  and  much  of  the  economy  of  this 
area  is  tied  up  with  cattle,  logging,  and  mining, 
as  well  as  recreation.   There  is,  of  course,  no 
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B-043/C       easy  answer  to  the  problem.   But  the  BLM  must 
(Cont.)       remember  that  the  resident  of  this  area  must 
make  his  living  here  as  well  as  having  a  nice 
place  for  recreation.   The  public  lands  are 
very  important  not  only  to  the  enjoyment  of 
the  West,  but  also  its  economy. 

MSO-010/R     I  don't  know  how  wilderness  affects  our  grazing 
privileges,  but  I  sure  would  like  to  see  it 
left  as  it  is. 

MC-021/C/O    Cannot  maintain  electric  lines  in  wilderness. 

MC-071/R      All  existing  fences,  roadless  trails  to  cattle 
operations  in  the  past  1 0  years  should  continue 
after  wilderness  classification. 

B-109/C       I  feel  that  these  areas  should  be  left  for  the 
use  of  the  people  who  make  a  living  there. 

MSO-028/I     Multiple  use  management ... (should) .. .be  given 
^  priority  over  wilderness  designation  of  public 

domain  in  eastern  Montana. 

Ir»     B-120/C       It  is  my  opinion  that  all  remaining  public  land 

should  be  managed  for  multiple  use.   Out  of 
I  necessity  Montana  must  use  all  natural  resources 

y  available  to  stabilize  and  improve  her  own  economy. 

In  order  to  do  this  we  must  have  the  use  of  the 

C  resources  available  in  these  areas,  i.e.  timber, 

mining,  grazing,  and  hunting.   I  do  not  believe 
that  we  can  maintain  our  current  economy  on  the 
few  dollars  that  hitchhiking  environmentalists 
:"  from  the  east  would  spend  in  the  state.   We 

qr  cannot,  nor  should  we  be  expected  to,  threaten 

the  future  lifestyle  of  our  children  by  letting 
environmentalists  and  bureaucrats  dictate  our 
^  land  policy.   As  an  educator  in  this  state  it 

is  very  important  to  me  that  our  young  people 

Cbe  able  to  get  their  education  in  our  colleges 
and  universities  and  then  find  suitable  employ- 
ment here.   If  these  areas  are  not  managed  for 
multiple  use  I  fear  that  this  will  not  be 
i^  possible. 

MSO-009/E     Some  of  the  units  that  are  marginal  because  of 
size,  inholdings  or  motor  trails  may  provide 

I  quality  recreational  experiences  to  those  who 

depend  upon  snowmobiles,  cycles  and  four-wheeled 
vehicles  for  their  outdoor  recreation.   Potential 

'  wildlife,  soils,  and  water  quality  problems 

«■  could  be  avoided  through  proper  routing  and 

controlled  season  of  use.   We  must  provide  these 

!  users  a  quality  wild  land  option. 


MC-167/RI     Multiple  use  management  has  not  spoiled  the 
land  to  be  inventoried  in  Carter  County,  it 
has  improved  its  productivity  and  usefulness. 
It  is  enjoyed  and  used  by  far  more  people  now 
as  a  result  of  roads  and  vehicular  traffic. 
Also,  wildlife  habitat  improved  and  there  is 
a  greater  diversity  of  species  now  than  seventy 
years  ago.   Endangered  species  that  are  indige- 
nous have  also  maintained  themselves. 

L-007/C       I  still  recommend:   1 .   unrestricted  oil  develop- 
ment, 2.   hardrock  development,  3.   livestock 
use,  and  4.   present  private  grounds  remain 
private. 


I 
I 

I 
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B-086/C       Too  much  land  is  being  locked  away  from  logging,  _ 

mining,  oil  development  and  grazing.   In  this  ■ 

time  of  natural  resource  shortages  it  is  the  " 
height  of  stupidity  to  reduce  it  further. 


MSO-075/I     With  an  expanding  demand  for  natural  resources 
and  a  very  serious  global  energy  situation,  it 
is  apparent  that  the  United  States  can  ill  afford 
to  restrict  exploration  for  and  production  of  such 
resources  by  establishing  large  tracts  of  roadless 
areas  in  regions  where  these  resources  are  known 
to  exist.   We  urge  the  BLM  to  exercise  extreme 
caution  in  establishing  wilderness  designation 
in  areas  of  strong  mineral  potential. .. .In  many 
of  the  units  reviewed,  we  have  found  sections 
within  the  boundaries  of  proposed  roadless  areas 
where  our  company  legally  reserved  mineral  rights 
in  deeds  when  the  surface  was  sold.   Also  reserved 
was  the  right  to  explore  for  and  extract  mineral — 
a  right  which  would  be  denied  us  if  these  units 
were  to  be  designated  as  roadless  areas.   We  ' 

urge  that  the  BLM  also  give  serious  attention  ■ 

+-n     co^ror-^H     rrrinor-^l      i  n -f- <=>  v  <=>  c  I- c;     i.TVion     a  i=i  1  <=>  n -f- H  n  rr     -t-T-sn-t-c  •■■ 


to  severed  mineral  interests  when  selecting  tracts 
for  roadless  area  designation. 
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MC-178/C      If  the  area  were  to  be  designated  as  wilderness, 
Edwards  and  other  land  owners  would  be  deprived 
of  access  to  their  adjoining  private  lands  and 
private  leases,  and  the  land  is  of  such  a  size 
and  shape  that  there  is  no  practical  way  in 
which  it  can  be  isolated  for  true  wilderness 
designation  and  use. .. .Suggest  that  the  public  H 

will  benefit  most  if  the  land  continues  to  be  ■ 

used  as  it  has  in  the  past — used  in  common  with 
the  adjoining  private  and  leased  lands  for 
grazing,  for  recreational  hunting  in  the  fall, 
and  for  recreational  boating  activities  along 
the  lakeshore  in  the  summer. 
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i  L-004/R       I  would  be  in  favor  of  a  multiple  use  concept. 

An  area  should  be  used  for  the  use  for  which 
it  is  best  adapted.   This  use  could  be  for 
;  grazing,  oil  and  gas  development,  mining, 

^  recreation,  or  a  combination  of  these  uses, 

f"  B-054/G       Some  road  closures  are  needed  and  would  be 

'^  beneficial.   However,  we  feel  the  areas  should 

still  be  managed  for  multiple  use  because  of 
the  effect  on  the  economy  of  the  country. 

**     L-008/C       My  hopes  are  that  they  would  put  in  a  few 

culverts  on  the  bad  spots.   Put  up  a  few 
.  facilities  for  camping  and  open  it  to  the 

W  public  for  fishing  again. 


E 


B-067/C       The  land  proposed  to  be  aside  for  these  areas 
must  be  left  open  for  multiple  use  in  order  to 
maintain  a  stable  and  growing  economic  situa- 
tion for  Beaverhead  County. 

L-041/I       Lands  under  consideration  by  the  Bureau  of  Land 
Management  and  other  Government  agencies  are 
valuable  for  coal,  gas,  minerals,  and  timber, 
and  that  much  of  the  mineral  potential  has  not 
yet  been  determined,  that  wilderness  designation 
will  prevent  such  determination, 

MC-178/C      Land  already  includes  roads,  fences,  reservoirs. 

B-040/RA      By  any  standards,  the  agricultural  industry  is 
far  more  important  to  our  economy  than  the 
recreational  industry,  thus  we  support  our  sec- 
tion of  agriculture.   Population  growth  demands 
m  more  food  production,  thus  to  continually  restrict 

the  use  of  public  lands  in  Montana  would  be  one 
big  step  backward. 

u 

MSO-01Q/R     The  use  of  federal  lands  for  livestock  grazing 
m:f  will  help  to  feed  our  nation,  and  we  think  that 

K  this  is  more  important  than  as  a  wilderness 

area. 

f:  MC-167/RI      Herd  management  without  vehicles  would  be 

Iw  inefficient  and  costly,  requiring   at  least  a 

threefold  increase  in  man  hours.   Modern  live- 
stock management  involves  distribution  of  salt 

y  and  minerals.   Costly  monitoring  the  progress 

of  breeding  season  and  prompt  veterinary  care. 
The  use  of  a  pickup  and  horse  trailer  or  similar 

\_  equipment  is  standard  and  efficient  procedure 

•*  to  accomplish  these  jobs. 
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MC-137/R  I  am  well  aware  that  this  program  was  established  M 
by  Congress  and  that  the  Bureau  of  Land  Manage- 
ment is  neither  responsible  for  its  birth,  nor  ^ 
will  they  make  the  final  decision  in  area  dispo-  ■ 
sition,  however,  in  the  event  that  submitted  ■» 
comments  will  eventually  reach  those  who  will 
make  final  decisions  as  to  each  area,  I  would 
like  to  list  some  personal  observations. 
First,  even  though  grazing  appears  to  be  per- 
mitted under  the  plan  of  these  possible  m, 
wilderness  areas,  due  to  the  soil  movement  and  W 
large  run-off  from  these  areas,  within  a  rela- 
tively short  time,  there  would  be  neither  fences 
nor  water  in  these  areas,  without  machine  main- 
tenance on  a  frequent  basis,  therefore,  grazing 
would  be  out  of  the  question.  For  the  same 
reasons  as  above,  fencing  of  these  areas  would 
be  mandatory,  as  well  as  for  the  bog  problem 
which  we  would  not  be  able  to  remedy. 


I 
I 


B-080/I       Extensive  natural  gas  and  oil  developments  are 
evident  on  ELM  lands  north  and  south  of  the 
Missouri  River  particularly  in  Blaine,  Fergus, 
Chouteau,  and  Hill  counties.   Well-traveled  and 
maintained  roads,  compressor  stations,  pipelines 
and  buildings  are  intrinsic  to  such  developments. 
For  that  reason,  the  Bureau  should  exclude  all 
lands  containing  gas  and  oil  developments  as 
obviously  and  clearly  not  suitable  for  wilderness. 

MSO-075/I     We  would  strongly  recommend  that  none  of  the  M 

units  in  eastern  Montana  be  considered  for 
withdrawal  from  prospecting  and  development  with 
the  following  exceptions:  204,  205,  206,  217. 


n 
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MSO-028/I     The  multiple  use  concept  of  livestock  grazing  is 
the  only  means  of  harvesting  the  protein  of  the 
renewable  resources — the  grasses  and  f orbs .  ^ 

The  health  and  vigor  of  the  renewable  resources 
are  directly  related  to  proper  grazing  manage-  m 

ment  of  livestock.   Grazing  by  providing  fences  H. 

and  water  for  rotational  grazing  practices. 
Wilderness  designation  would  prohibit  construc- 
tion and  maintenance  of  fences  and  reservoirs 
by  prohibiting  mechanized  access.   By  the  very 
openness  of  the  plains  land  it  is  less  adaptable 
to  wilderness  and  has  by  history  established 
its  present  multiple  use. 


I 

I 

I 
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1       L-024/C       The  minerals  seem  to  be  really  bugging  the 
"*  environmentalists  the  most  right  now.   I  have 

a  whole  sack  of  clippings  and  the  more  they 
1  talk  the  more  we  learn  about  what  they're 

W  after. 

r-      B-063/C       We  are  not  in  favor  of  the  new  primitive 
:^  boundary  changes  to  be  made.   We  feel  there 

would  be  more  lost  than  gained. 


I 
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ROAD  DEFINITION 


MSO-092/I      Emphatically  disagree  with  the  bureaucratic 

definition  of  a  road  and  suggest  that  the  defi- 
nition from  Webster's  Third  New  International 
Dictionary  (unabridge) ,  G.  &  C.  Merriam  Company, 
1968,  3a,  "an  open  way  or  public  passage  for 
vehicles,  persons  and  animals,"  be  recognized  as 
. correct. 


could  qualify  them  as  roads  under  your  definition, 
However,  on  the  other  side  of  the  coin,  snow- 
mobiles suddenly  become  motorized  vehicles  subject 
to  severe  restrictions.   We  ask  that  you  consi- 
der modifying  your  definition  of  a  road,  before 
final  decisions  are  made  on  wilderness  study 
areas . 

MSO-081/I**     If  it  is  your  intention  to  stiffen  the  definition 

of  a  road  beyond  our  interpretation  of  language 
in  the  legislative  history  of  FLPMA,  the  House 
of  Representatives  Report  94-1163,  page  17, 
May  15,  1976,  then  these  and  other  "vehicular 
ways"  will  require  great  expense  for  restoration 
to  a  pristine  condition. 

MSO-101/I**     The  BLM  has  chosen  to  define  what  constitutes  a 

road  in  an  arbitrary  manner  which  conflicts  with 
established  custom  in  the  West.   Although  many  of 
the  roads  in  the  BLM  administered  lands  are 
little  more  than  tracks  across  the  desert,  they 


I 
I 
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MSO-07  5/I      At  the  core  of  the  roadless  area  concept  is  the 

definition  of  a  "road."   Current  legislation 
requires  that  a  road  be  maintained  by i mechanical       W 
means  and  that  ways  maintained  solely  by  the  m 

passage  of  vehicles  do  not  constitute  roads.   In 
most  of  the  units  we  reviewed,  we  found  "vehicular      "'■ 
ways"  which  would  suggest  that  under  present  y 

use  conditions,  although  the  units  may  be  road- 
less, they  are  far  from  traf f icless.   We  ques- 
tion whether  such  a  situation  represents  the 
true  essence  of  wilderness,  and  recommend  that 
the  BLM  use  its  influence  to  effect  an  appropriate 
change  in  the  definition  of  road. 


I 
i 
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B-071/A        We  would  also  like  to  make  the  following  comment 

on  your  definition  of  roadless:   By  a  stroke 
of  the  pen  abandoned  logging  roads  and  "jeep" 
roads  serving  the  needs  of  most  motorized  om 

recreational  users  of  public  lands  in  Montana,         M 
suddenly  do  not  exist  for  wilderness  study 
purposes.   There  is  no  apparent  way  that  marking, 
grooming  or  using  these  "roads"  by  snowmobilers        ■ 

r-nnlr^     rmaln-Fv    +-hp>Tn    as     rnads    nndf^r    \mMr    d  Afi  n  i  t  i  on  .  ™ 
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MSO-101/I**    provide  key  access  for  those  who  use  the  resources 
(Cont.)     of  these  lands.   It  is  absurd  to  refuse  to 

recognize  their  existence  simply  because  they 
may  not  be  maintained  by  "mechanical  means."   Any 
"way"  traveled  regularly  by  vehicles  in  western 
arid  lands  retains  a  fairly  permanent  imprint 
on  the  landscape.   Stockmen  may  use  such  secon- 
dary roads  to  provide  access  to  their  cattle 
operations,  salt  licks  and  remote  springs. 
These  roads  may  be  maintained  by  their  using 
hand  tools.   To  argue  that  these  are  not  roads 
in  an  attempt  to  justify  the  wilderness  status 
of  an  area  suggests  that  the  BLM  is  willfully 
attempting  to  circumscribe  legitimate  use  of 
the  public  land  resources  and  expand  the  defi- 
nition of  wilderness  beyond  that  intended  in  the 
Wilderness  Act. 

MSO-008/C*      I  do  not  agree  with  the  Bureau  of  Land  Manage- 
ment's interpretation  of  what  is  a  road.   Because 
that  definition  could  be  used  to  rule  out  almost 
anything  but  a  graveled  or  paved  roadway  as  a  road, 
I  think  there  is  little  sense  in  commenting  at 
this  time. 

B-048/C        I  disagree  with  the  "official"  description  of 

roadless.   Where  there  is  a  road  that  has  been 
established,  regardless  of  how,  it  is  a  road 
with  a  purpose,  whether  hand  built,  machine,  or 
just  hammered  out  by  use.   Many  of  these  roads 
get  a  lot  of  "tender  love  and  care,"  performed 
by  hand  every  season,  and  I  certainly  have  done 
my  share,  and  not  with  a  profit  in  mind. 

MC-058/C       Disagree  with  application  of  the  "roadless" 

definition  in  areas  identified  in  the  initial 

inventory. 

MSO-025/C      This  roadless  word  is  something  somebody  made 

a  definition  for  which  seems  only  a  highway 
would  qualify.   Most  county  roads  and  access 
roads  would  be  eliminated  so  you  eliminate  the 
trails  and  roads  that  we  ranchers  and  a  lot  of 
sportsmen  use.   The  sportsmen  do  no  maintaining 
i*  or  upkeep  they  only  use  them.   The  same  with 

the  lookers  who  are  out  for  the  scenic  view. 
They  contribute  very  little  if  anything  to  these 
i,^  roads.   We  use  these  roads  to  haul  cattle  on, 

machinery  to  repair  dams  and  for  upkeep  of 
fences,  creek  crossings,  etc.   Also  these  roads 
l^  are  used  to  get  to  sick  or  crippled  animals  to 

■•  doctor  them  and  to  haul  hSrses  to  ride  on  the 

cattle  and  to  gather  and  take  care  of  out  interests 
,  which  in  this  day  and  age  amount  to  quite  a  few 

W  dollars.   This  roadless  should  be  changed  now. 
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MC-106/A**      It  should  be  noted  that  aside  from  the  question        I 

of  maintenance,  that  where  a  vehicle  trail  exists 
which  resulted  in  two  tracks  or  depressions  over 
an  extended  period  of  time,  these  tracks  will  be 
a  very  apparent  and  permanent  sign  of  man's  use 
and  passing  in  the  area  which  should  operate  to 
disqualify  for  wilderness.   That  is,  unless  the 
BLM  plans  to  undertake  levelling,  regrading, 
reseeding,  and  other  restorative  steps,  which 
measures  would  be  inexcess  of  the  mandate  of  the       — 
Iciw  and  improper.   The  same  applies  to  grading,        I 

Ovr'aTT^-t-  S  r\r\      i~\tr      -F-illT-nrr      ar'-l--iTr-i-t--iQc     t.tVi  -i  /->1-i      a  1  +-£n-Q<^  «• 


excavation  or  filling  activities  which  altered 
the  natural  profile  of  the  land  during  road 
building  and  which  are  permanently  apparent 
even  if  use  is  discontinued. 


I 
I 
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B-076/C        I  am  quite  certain  that  these  ways  will  not  meet 

the  BLM  definition  of  "roads";  however,  it  is  my 
opinion  that  a  vehicle  way  which  is  habitually 
used  by  a  party  or  agency  to  gain  access  to  their      ^- 
property  for  purposes  of  utilization  of  that  ■ 

property  should  be  considered  to  be  roads.  • 

Therefore,  I  find  myself  in  disagreement  with 
the  definition  applied  to  roads  by  your  agency.        9 
If  a  "way"  is  commonly  used  by  persons,  is  referred    || 
to  by  name  in  discussions  between  users,  and 
yields  access  to  a  specific  site  such  as  a  m- 

fishing  stream  or  lake,  it  should  be  considered        11 
a  road.   Providing  such  access  is  by  wheeled 
vehicles  such  as  cars,  trucks,  etc . . . . I  feel 
that  many  ways  defined  by  BLM  as  not  roads  should      I 
be  included  if  they  have  been  traveled  repeat-         • 
edly  over  a  period  of  years  to  obtain  access  to 
the  same  place  such  as  a  fishing  stream,  hunter's 
camp,  lake,  etc.   Often  these  roads  have  even 
acquired  names  through  constant  reference  by 
users  and  even  though  they  have  not  been  mechanic- 
ally maintained,  have  had  brush,  trees,  and 
rocks  thrown  from  them  by  the  users.... I  disagree 
with  the  BLM  definition  of  roadless  because 
I  do  not  think  it  applies  in  all  areas.   There         ■ 
are  some  soil  and  substrate  types  where  mechanical      ■ 
means  of  road  building  and  maintenance  are  unneces- 
sary to  the  quality  and  use  considerations  of  the      ^ 
road;  and  yet,  to  not  define  it  as  a  road  is  ^^ 

false.   I  therefore  feel  that  some  consideration 
for  the  number  of  years  that  a  way  has  been  used 
repeatedly  by  the  same  parties  to  gain  access  to 
a  specific  site  such  as  a  summer  range,  fishing        ^ 
access,  a  lake,  or  camping  spot  must  be  made. 
Also,  if  a  road  has  been  referred  to  by  name  in 
discussions  between  users  and  has  been  kept  up 
by  hand  by  the  users,  i.e.  rocks  thrown  off, 
trees  sawed  out  of  the  way,  etc.  that  it  should 
be  defined  as  a  road. 


I 
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^     L-003/C        I  don't  like  this  definition  of  roads,  ways,  etc, 

I  know  a  rancher  who  had  at  the  last  time  I  was 
there,  only  a  trail  to  his  home.   This  was  a 
fairly  large  farmstead  and  used  much  by  him  as 
***  well  as  the  school  teacher.   This  road  had  never 

^  even  been  bladed,  much  less  maintained,  and 

'"  certainly  not  constructed.   This  (way)  changed 

•xm  from  season  to  season  and  year  to  year  to  best 

achieve  access  to  his  home.   If  this  were  desig- 
,  nated  a  wilderness  area  he  should  certainly  have 

j^  every  right  to  get  to  his  ranch. 


W 
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MC-084/R       As  far  as  roads  go,  -  this  seems  to  be  a  conflict 

in  terminology.   It  would  seem  that  in  this  case 
the  preference  is  to  define  them  to  the  benefit 
of  environmental  pressure  groups,  so  they  are 
called  "vehicular  ways. "....In  the  early  days  the 
settlers  and  homesteaders  etc.  used  it  as  a  road 
into  the  timber  and  breaks  to  get  logs  for  their 
houses  and  posts  and  poles  for  their  fences  and 
corrals.   The  mode  of  travel  then  was  team  and 
wagon  so  there  was  no  doubt  about  the  classifi- 
cation of  it  as  a  "road."   No ; road  maintenance 
or  construction  equipment  was  available  then 
other  than  a  pick,  shovel  and  a  bar.   A  little 
later  -  when  lower  northfork  Lodgepole  Creek  was 
settled  up,  it  was  used  by  the  people  living  there 
as  a  road  out  to  the  south.   This  route  was 
necessary  for  them  due  to  the  creek  road  being 
impossible  at  certain  times  of  the  year.   Travel 
then  was  still  by  team  and  rig  or  early  day 
automobiles.   Classification  then  as  a  "road" 
was  never  in  doubt.   From  the  time  I  was  a  small 
boy  this  was  known  as  "the  Breaker  Road."   True 
it  is  seldom  travelled  by  the  general  public 
today,  but  it  still  is  the  only  access  into  parts 
of  that  area  for  the  purpose  of  maintaining 
fences  and  reservoirs  and  for  activities  associ- 
ated with  grazing,  range  development,  hunting  and 
fighting  fire,  both  on  public  and  private  lands. 

B-061/C        Many  roads  need  to  be  considered  in  their  entirety. 

On  some  construction  and  maintenance  are  only 
at  bad  spots,  drainage  crossings,  side  hills, 
W  timbered  areas,  etc.  with  no  one  very  little 

more  than  trail  between.   This  is  how  it  should 
:'  be — don't  disturb  the  areas  that  don't  need  to 

iy  be — they  just  flow  and  wash  away  that  much  more. 

MC-108/C       Road  maintainance:   often  ranchers  just  blade 
I  the  creek  crossings. 

B-014/C         I  certainly  disagree  with  the  BLM's  definition  of 
i  what  a  road  is. 
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B-052/E        Disagree  with  application  of  "roadless"  defini-         fl 

tion  in  initial  inventory. 

MC-053/C       Disagree  with  application  of  "roadless"  defini-         M 

tion  in  the  initial  inventory.  " 

HI 
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SIZE,  BOUNDARY,  CONTIGUOUS  LANDS:   CRITERIA  COMMENTS 


«*    MSO-101/I**    Congress  stipulates  that  each  area  must  consist 

of  at  least  5,000  contiguous  acres.   The  intent 

P  here  is  to  provide  a  block  of  ground  large  and 

1^  '    coherent  enough  to  provide  an  outstanding  oppor- 

tunity for  solitude  and  the  absence  of  man's 
influence.   This  implies  width  and  length  dimen- 

^  sions  of  about  three  miles  as  a  minimum.   Irre- 

gularly shaped  areas  which  would  result  in  narrow 
peninsulas  surrounded  by  non-wilderness  lands 
should  not  be  considered. 

W 

MSO-100/E      Forest  Service  non-wilderness  RARE  II  recommen- 
dation should  not  automatically  disqualify  small 
contiguous  BLM  areas  from  further  study. 

MSO-103/C      We  are  disappointed,  and  in  some  cases  confused, 

by  your  choice  of  areas  not  recommended  for 
intensive  inventory,  notably  units  on  the  Rocky 
Mountain  Front,  in  the  Tobacco  Root  Mountains, 
and  on  the  Madison  River.   On  your  situation 
evaluation  sheets,  all  of  these  units,  in  your 
words,  "appear  to  have  potential  for  further 
wilderness  consideration..."   And  all  of  them 
are  dropped  from  further  inventory  for  just 
one  stated  reason  —  because  they  are  "not 
of  sufficient  size  without  contiguous  Forest 
Service  RARE  II  lands. 

MSO-009/E      Many  of  the  units  recommended  for  study  are 

borderline  for  minimum  criteria  and  to  many 
of  us  accustomed  to  large  units  they  many  seem 
to  water  down  the  wilderness  concept.   On  the 
other  hand,  they  can  provide  a  quality  exper- 
ience for  many  people  who  prefer  to  a  less 
vigorous  outing  and  take  pressure  off  of  large 
units  of  wilderness  system. 

MC-10  6/A**      To  the  extent  that  some  inventory  units  consist 

of  separate  tracts  less  than  the  required  5000 
acres  each,  they  are  not  qualified  because  of  size 

te  and  should  not  be  designated  for  WSA  status  for 

this  reason.   The  fact  that  they  are  adjacent  to 
a  National  Forest  is  in  my  view  not  adequate 

i^  reason  for  compromising  the  requirements  of  the 

Wilderness  Act  and  I  know  of  no  provision  of  law 
that  requires  such  a  consideration,  and  thus  as 
such  they  are  not  qualified. 

MSO-077/G      A  niimber  of  the  areas  adjoin  the  Refuge  but  no 
;  information  was  provided  to  indicate  why  they  are 

w  not  being  considered  further  as  potential  wilderness 


t 
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MSO-077/G       units,  other  than  the  possibility  they  may  H 

(Cont.)     contain  less  than  5,000  acres.   Some  of  these 

areas  may  be  too  small  by  themselves  to  qualify 

but  when  combined  with  similar  type  lands  on 

the  Refuge  they  may  form  viable  wilderness  units. 


MC-162/C       It  appears  as  though  there  is  a  possibility 

for  grouping  areas,  those  south  of  Fort  Peck 
and  those  west  and  immediately  east  of  the  Tongue 
River,  into  a  couple  of  BLM  wilderness  management 
units . 
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MSO-100/E      Those  lands  released  from  the  inventory,  and  thus 

from  the  interim  management  regulations,  must 
still  be  managed  in  an  environmentally-sensitive 
manner  to  protect  wildlife  and  other  open  space 
values.   I  am  assuming  that  most  of  the  roadless 
lands  dropped  from  the  inventory  will  continue 
to  be  managed  in  an  extensive  manner. 

MC-106/A**     We  do  not  wish  our  potential  for  future  access 

and  use  of  public  lands  to  be  denied  to  those 
areas  that  do  not  qualify  for  wilderness  desig- 
nation. 

B-054/G        In  regard  to  the  Big  Hole  River  the  Board  feels 

the  statements  concerning  the  river  and  present 
uses  affecting  it  are  questionable  as  to  their 
accuracy.   The  Board  further  feels  that  proposals 
of  the  BLM  for  the.  Big  Hole  should  be  omitted  in 
this  Land  Management  Plan  because  of  the  very 
small  amount  of  BLM  land  that  lies  along  the 
river.   Furthermore,  because  other  agencies, 
such  as  the  Montana  Fish  and  Game  Department  and 
Soil  Conservation  Districts,  provide  adequate 
regulation  of  activities  on  the  Big  Hole  River, 
there  is  no  need  for  the  BLM  to  become  involved. 

MSO-077/G      Depending  on  the  type  of  public  input  the  BLM 

receives  concerning  the  BLM  areas,  it  may  be 
mutually  advantageous  for  our  two  agencies  to 
make  joint  recommendations  for  such  combined 
wilderness  units.   Since  the  scheduling  for  our 
separate  planning  efforts  does  not  coincide,  this 
may  be  impossible,  making  it  necessary  for  each 
agency  to  formulate  recommendations  that  are 
contingent  on  the  other's  proposal (s). 

MC-065/C       Management  not  in  prime  interest  of  good  management. 

Proposal  of  disregard  to  enactment  of  wilderness 
area.   Which  has  a  greater  potential  of  areas. 

B-054/G        The  Board  approves  of  the  proposal  to  dispose  of 

BLM  lands,  thus  placing  them  in  the  hands  of 
private  citizens  and  on  the  tax  rolls  and  pro- 
posal for  leasing  of  BLM  agricultural  lands. 

MSO-096/I*     We  further  wish  to  comment  on  the  apparent  BLM 

interpretation  of  language  set  forth  in  Section 
603(c).   This  language  states  that  in  managing 
the  public  lands,  the  Secretary  shall  by  regu- 
lation or  otherwise  take  any  action  required  to 
prevent  "unnecessary  or  undue"  degradation  of  the 
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MSO-096/I*      lands.   It  appears  to  us  that  there  is  some  think-      M 
(Cont.)     ing  within  the  BLM  that  this  language  means  there 
will  be  no  degradation.   We  submit  that  this  is 
an  incorrect  interpretation  for  the  reason  that 
if  Congress  had  intended  there  would  be  no 
degradation,  it  could  have  easily  so  stated  in 
the  language  of  the  Act. 


MSO-009/E      Records  of  limited  use  may  not  indicate  a  low 

recreational  potential,  but  due  to  lack  of  access 
or  to  the  fact  that  the  unit  was  not  identified 
as  being  public  land. 

B-018/C        We  already  have  plenty  (of)  land  under  the  control 

of  the  U.S.  Government. 

B-016/C        No  government  control. 

MC-065/C       Stop  gap  to  too  much  over  government  controls. 

Controversial  to  local,  state,  or  federal  free 
enterprise.   Question.   What  stipulates  true 
proposal  of  certain  contingent  area. 

MC-107/R       In  the  future — could  we  depend  on  governments' 

word? 

MSO-025/C      Why  is  grazing  listed  as  a  secondary  source 

of  activity  when  they  are  there  much  longer. 
Why  not  have  grazing  first  and  hunting  as  a 
minor  use.   After  all,  there  are  very  few 
antelope  to  hunt. 


ness? 
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MSO-102/AI     Your  treatment  of  private  in-holdings  within  the 

wilderness  study  areas  as  proposed,  is  vague  and 
almost  non-existent.   While  some  reference  is 
made  to  access,  the  proposal  is  not  at  all  clear 
in  the  material  I  have  reviewed.   Is  there  any 
limit  to  the  proportion  of  the  area  composed  of 
private  land  and,  if  so,  what  rights  does  the 
private  owner  have  and  what  impact  will  the  _ 

utilization  of  these  rights  have  on  the  wilder-         n 


I 


m 
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B-032/C        Another  point  I  would  like  to  make  as  a  snow- 
mobile operator  and  member  of  the  local  snowmobile 
club  is  that  snowmobiles  should  not  be  grouped 
together  with  wheeled  ORV's  since  snoti/mobiles 
travel  on  the  snow  and  when  spring  comes  all 
signs  of  snowmobiling  are  gone  with  no  damage 
to  the  environment  such  as  comes  with  4 -wheel  _ 

drives  or  motorcycles.   It  is  one  thing  to  ban  ■ 

all  vehicles  from  game  wintering  areas  which  is         '" 
fine,  however,  it  is  not  right  to  ban  snowmobiles 
from  all  areas  in  a  blanket  ban  with  ORV's  since 
snowmobiles  do  not  cause  the  problem  you  seek  to 
solve. 


I 
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B-040/RA       Where  ORV's  are  concerned,  we  are  opposed  to 

blanket  closures  as  our  people  must  use  4-wheel 
drives  to  conduct  our  business  in  the  permit 
areas;  however  where  ORV  abuse  is  detrimental  we 
support  limitations  as  required  to  protect  the 
forage  damage,  erosion,  or  disturbing  the  live- 
stock is  determined  to  be  of  sufficient  nature 
to  demand  action. 

B-048/C        If  we  experience  a  bad  problem  with  over  use, 

or  bad  road  conditions  in  an  area,  let's  sit 
down  and  talk  it  over,  and  then  work  out  a 
reasonable  solution  to  the  problem  in  the  affected 
areas,  not  a  blanket  closure  or  wilderness. 

B-037/C        I  think  that  in  all  roadless  or  wilderness  the 
horse  also  should  be  banned.   I  have  seen  a  lot 
of  surface  damage  done  by  groups  of  horse  riders. 

B-053/C        The  multiple  use  plan. .. should  satisfy  everyone 

and  give  everyone  a  privilege  on  the  public  lands 
and  I  understand  it  takes  cooperation  to  do  this. 

B-032/C        I  support  Multiple  Use  as  you  propose  in  the 

handout  with  emphasis  on  forage  production  for 
the  local  agriculture  industry,  opportunities  for 
logging,  mining,  and  recreation  in  the  proper  mix 
to  insure  environmental  control  and  continued 
economic  activity ....  It  is  a  general  opinion  among 
residents  of  the  Madison  County  area  that  Multi- 
ple Use  is  very  acceptable  and  restrictions  are 
fine  where  necessary  to  control  abuses  or 
environmental  problems. 

B-061/C        Many  of  the  small  scattered  tracts  I  feel  are  a 

great  asset  to  the  public  for  possible  trade  for 
other  more  suitable  public  uses,  especially 
where  they  join  large  areas  of  public  lands. 
We  desperately  need  public  access  at  this  time 
along  the  west  side  of  Madison  Range  and  other 
places.   It  is  difficult  to  buy  and  undesirable 
to  condemn  access  routes.   It  should  be  much 
easier  to  trade  for  equally  valuable  lands.... 
Winter  range  for  elk  and  deer  could  be  traded 
for  BLM  lands  that  could  be  used  for  grazing  by 
private  owners.   No  need  to  lease  for  grazing 
when  it  could  be  traded  to  get  lands  more  suit- 
able for  public  use. 

B-Oll/C        They  are  drilling  in  some  of  the  best  wildlife 

habitat  in  the  U.S.  (The  Rocky  Mountain  Front) 
has  all  the  wildlife  that  is  native  to  western 
USA.   There  are  Rocky  Mountains  goats,  bighorn 
sheep,  wolverine,  grizzly,  black  and  brown  bear, 
elk,  white  tail  deer,  mule  deer,  coyotes,  a  few 
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peregrine  falcon  and  many  other  falcons  and  hawks 
as  well  as  many  other  kinds  of  birds.   If  the 
area  is  taken  over  by  the  oil  companies  or  other 
corporations  all  this  will  be  lost.   There  will 
be  little  wildlife  left.... The  small  towns  and 
the  countryside  are  being  invaded  by  oil  and 
gas  exploration  groups. 


there  need  be  no  permanent  damage.   It  does  not 
effect  the  wildlife.   I  see  antelope  grazing  or 
resting  practically  in  the  shade  of  the  oil 
tanks.   I  hope  you  too  can  realize  how  extremely 


I 


B-Oll/C        wolves  and  all  of  the  smaller  animals;  beaver,  ■ 

(Cont.)       badger,  Columbia  ground  squirrels,  gophers,  jack 
rabbits,  cottontails,  snowshoe  hares  and  many 
more.   We  still  have  the  bald  eagle,  golden  eagle,       n 

np^rpCTrinp     falcnn     and    Tn;^nv    n-thp^r     f^lnnna    anrl    haTATVc  " 
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B-012/C        We  wish  to  enter  a  protest  against  oil  explora- 
tion and  development  in  the  Rocky  Mountain  Front. 
We  realize  that  protests  are  useless.   The  oil  com- 
panies have  unlimited  power  over  all  levels  of 
American  government.   For  years  they  have  been 
preventing  development  of  other  sources  of  energy. 
Their  purchase  of  2/3  of  the  American  supply 
of  copper,  the  major  component  of  solar  energy  mm 

systems,  assures  their  control  of  America's  I 

energy  needs.   They  now  can  limit  energy  pro- 
duction causing  shortages  that  sway  public 
opinion  against  maintaining  environmental 
standards.   Oil  exploration  in  the  Rocky  Moun- 
tain Front  has  been  devastating,  and  the  cost  is 
astronomical!   And  so  will  be  the  price  of 
any  fuel  that  may  be  discovered.   Choteau  is 
being  invaded  by  several  oil  companies  and 
seismograph  crews.   It  is  losing  its  identity  m 

as  an  especially  desirable  small  town  in  which  to  .       I 
live.   A  few  money-hungry  merchants  have  con- 
vinced  other  members  of  civic  groups  that  they 
will  gain,  rather  than  lose,  from  oil  exploration.       |9 
They  discouraged  the  showing  of  slides  portraying        *i 
the  devastation  of  towns  in  Wyoming.   America 
has  been  squandering  its  God-given  resources  for 
generations.   We  consvime  1/3  of  the  energy 
produced  in  the  world,  with  4  percent  of  the 
population.   Shame  on  us  Americans!   Our  school  ^ 

children  should  be  saying,  "I  pledge  allegiance  ■ 

to  Exxon,"  or  singing,  "God  Bless  Amoco." 


I 
I 
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MC-141/C       I  protest  the  stopping  of  oil  exploration.   First, 

I  don't  believe  the  damage  is  significant.   In 
looking  at  the  oil  fields  around  here,  a  few 
years  after,  the  scars  are  healed,  people  are 
farming,  haying,  raising  livestock,  etc.  among 
the  wells.   It  just  isn't  damaging  the  environ- 
ment very  much.   When  the  life  of  the  wells  is  — 
over,  if  the  sites  are  cleaned  up  and  reseeded,  ■ 


I 
I 
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L-006/AI/O 
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MC-154/I** 


B-004/I 


MSO-018/C** 

B-054/G 
B-098/C 


important  it  is  that  we  find  and  produce  enough 
oil  to  keep  America  going.   We  have  to  explore  to 
find  it.   Locking  up  all  this  land  could  cause 
an  energy  crisis  that  would  cost  America  her 
freedom.   You  will  recall  that  the  Indians  had 
all  of  America  in  a  "wilderness."   They  conserved 
it,  I  guess.   But  they  lost  it!   If  we  curtail 
our  energy  production  enough  and  throw  our 
country  into  a  tailspin,  we  too,  will  lose  it! 

The  government  also  realizes,  or  could  realize, 
a  considerable  amount  of  income  in  the  form  of 
oil,  gas,  and  mineral  leases  under  the  present 
system.   When  exploration  and  development  of 
such  resources  begin  in  an  area  a  number  of  jobs 
become  available.   As  a  result,  another  segment 
of  the  American  public  benefits  from  the  public 
lands  multi-use  concept. 

In  light  of  the  current  energy  problems,  any 
action  by  a  federal  agency  that  creates  obstacles 
for  the  mining  of  coal  is  unresponsive  to  the 
priorities  of  this  nation. 

We  are  in  a  very  critical  time  for  establishing 
new  oil  and  gas  reserves  in  this  country.   The 
urgency  of  this  problem  was  addressed  very  recently 
by  President  Carter  in  his  proposed  de-regulation 
of  crude  oil  prices  with  his  intent  that  a  great 
deal  of  money  be  spent  in  exploration.   To  spend 
this  money  in  exploration,  explorers  must  be 
relatively  free,  within  reasonable  limits,  to 
pursue  prudent  and  meaningful  exploration 
approaches  such  as  geophysics,  gravity  surveys, 
drilling,  and  geological  surface  work.   We  believe 
that  industry  and  government  can  work  hand  in 
hand  in  a  cooperative  atmosphere  to  solve,  or  at 
least,  ease  the  energy  problems  which  face  our 
country.   Multi-use  of  all  but  the  most  remote, 
scenic,  and  pristine  forests  on  federal  lands  is 
an  essential  part  of  this  solution. 

In  these  days  of  energy  shortages  and  costly 
imports  it  is  necessary  that  every  potential  area 
be  thoroughly  explored. 

The  Board  agrees  in  general  with  the  proposal 
mineral  development. 

This  program  was  devised  by  a  very  vocal,  affluent 
minority  with  absolutely  no  conception  of  what  is 
involved  in  the  production  of  the  bountiful  cheap 
meals  they  enjoy  3  times  a  day.   The  relationship 
between  full  super  market  shelves  and  where  it 
comes  from  is  of  little  consequence  to  these 


for 


B-098/C        people.   The  economic  well-being  of  the  producer  ■ 

(Cont.)       is  of  less  consequence.  " 

MC-09  0/R       When  all  the  ranchers  are  gone,  who  is  going  to  I 

feed  the  country?  fl 


MSO-019/C      Having  lived  and  produced  livestock  here  for 

50  years,  it  is  my  judgement  that  the  Government 

lands  are  in  substantially  better  condition  now 

than  when  I  was  young.   The  present  management  -- 

use  could  go  on  and  on  with  no  deterioration  in  W 

vegetative  cover  or  water  quality.   There  has  * 

been  oil  exploration  around  here,  mostly  since 

19  68  or  '69.   While  this  sometimes  looks  bad 

right  when  they  do  it,  I  can  see  by  studying 

these  same  areas  4  or  5  years  later  that  when 

they  are  smoothed  out,  trash  buried,  and  a  little 

reseeding  done,  there  is  no  permanent  damage  at 

all.   In  fact,  almost  every  site  will  be  found 

to  be  growing  more  grass  than  before.   This  _ 

holds  true  for  both  sites  and  roads  when  they  are        V 

no  lonaer  usp>d.  B 


no  longer  used. 


mentalists  and  will  take  good  care  of  their  BLM 
lands, 


MC-141/C       Now,  we  certainly  have  need  of  all  the  meat  and 

wool  that  can  be  produced.   Some  of  these  pro- 
posed restrictions  will  certainly  cut  production 
in  many  cases  and  raise  cost  of  production.   (As 
if  meat  isn't  expensive  enough  already.) 


I 
I 


MSO-010/R      I  have  used  leased  BLM  land  along  with  my  deeded 

land  for  many  years.   Like  many  other  ranchers  in 
this  area,  my  pasture  lands  are  greatly  improved 
by  being  able  to  lease  this  federal  land  too. 
I  think  we  ranchers  who  have  used  BLM  land  for 
so  long,  have  found  out  that  cutting  down  on 
numbers,  rather  than  overgraze,  is  the  best  ™ 

policy.   I  think  most  ranchers  are  good  environ-         ■ 

mf^ntalists     anfl    will      t;=il<-fi    rronr!     nptr-e^    of     +-hfai -r    RT.M  " 


I 

11 
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L-Oll/C        I  have  spent  all  of  my  life  on  a  ranch  with  the 

exception  of  nearly  4  years  in  service  in  WW2 
fighting  to  keep  this  country  "FREE"  and  if  I  m 

should  have  to  start  operating  as  our  Forefathers        ■ 
did  100  years  ago  it  would  be  most  disheartening. 


I 
I 


MSO-009/E      Range  management  plans  over  the  years  have  included 

fencing,  spraying,  water  developments  and  grazing 
systems.   The  BLM  has  promoted  these  efforts  and         ^ 
the  number  of  plans  written  rather  than  the 
adaptability  of  them  has  been  the  criteria  for 
evaluating  employees.   Now  it  is  time  to  evaluate 
management  plans  to  determine  which  are  accomplish- 
ing their  objectives  and  to  redesign  or  eliminate 
those  which  are  not,  especially  if  they  are  detrimen- 
tal to  wildlife,  water  quality,  or  soil  stability. 


I 
I 
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MSO-038/A      Under  multiple  use  management  status  the  protein 

of  the  renewable  resources,  the  grasses  and 
forbes,  would  be  available  for  human  food.   World 
population  trends  will  soon  make  every  source  of 
food  a  necessity.   In  many  areas  the  physical 
character  of  the  land  prohibits  harvesting  of  this 
valuable  source  of  protein  except  by  livestock 
grazing.   In  order  for  multiple  use  to  function, 
proper  management  of  grazing,  wildlife,  and  aesthe- 
tic values  must  be  considered.   The  management 
of  grazing  of  livestock  make  water  development 
and  fencing  and  their  maintenance  a  necessity. 
Water  development  and  rotational  grazing  benefits 
and  promotes  for  posterity  all  the  values  of  the 
land  for  those  seeking  the  practical  as  well  as 
the  aesthetic. 

B-054/G        The  Board  agrees  with  the  ELM  proposal  for 

removal  of  wild  horses  and  brush  control,  both 
of  which  would  improve  grazing  lands  in  the 
County.   The  Board  believes  preserving  the  agri- 
cultural economy  in  the  county  is  of  utmost 
importance  and  any  efforts  toward  improving 
range  by  good  managemnt  and  increasing  forage 
production  is  of  benefit  to  the  county. .. .The 
Board  approves  of  the  overall  proposed  increase 
in  timber  harvest  as  an  economic  benefit  to 
Beaverhead  County ... .The  Board  agrees  in  general 
with  the  proposals  for  watershed  protection. 

MSO-069/C      People  know  a  tree  has  it's  life  cycle  too.   Why 

not  harvest  the  timber  "close  to  home"  instead 
of  wasting  our  precious  energy  by  hauling  logs 
from  timbuck  two,  to  here? 

B-002/C        Many  people  believe  that  it  is  the  high  mountain 

areas  that  are  important  for  game  herds  and  other 
animals.   Actually  many  of  the  low  foothills 
are  winter  game  ranges  or  critical  habitat  for 
many  species  of  animals. 

B-054/G        The  Board  feels  that  wildlife  use  should  not 

take  priority  over  other  uses  of  BLM  lands, 
although  this  seems  to  be  the  trend  of  the 
proposals.   Again,  multiple  use  is  too  important 
to  the  county  economy  for  land  to  be  set  aside 
for  wildlife  use  only.   Proposals  for  brush  control 
restrictions,  modifying  fences  on  public  lands, 
excluding  livestock  along  streams,  etc.,  all  point 
to  a  higher  priority  for  wildlife  to  which  we  are 
opposed. 

L-029/C        CMR  has  protection  and  if  managed  right  has  the 
potential  to  raise  an  abundance  of  wildlife. 
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B-IOO/R 


MSO-029/C      I  have  a  future  vision  of  Montana  where  our 

respect  for  the  land  and  its  fragility  today 
will  be  appreciated  and  enhanced  by  posterity  as 
we  transit  from  Age  of  Exploitation  and  Waste  to 
true  stewardship  in  an  age  of  scarcity.   It's 
going  to  be  a  rocky  road  to  dispose  of  our  old 
way  of  thinking  but  the  process  must  painfully 
accelerate. 


there  was  30  years  ago  because  of  water  develop- 
ment and  predator  control. 


t 


We  continue  to  oppose  the  introduction  of  fl 

mountain  sheep  by  the  BLM.   We  are  not  opposed  to 

the  introduction  of  big  horn  sheep  if  it  does 

not  affect  our  present  sheep  operation.   We  are 

opposed  if  it  means  a  change  of  operation. 

Cattle  would  utilize  the  lower  elevation  portions 

mostly  and  because  of  this  and  tall  larkspur, 

we  found  it  more  feasible  to  have  sheep.   Our 

whole  ranch  operation  has  been  built  to  handle 

sheep  and  a  change  such  as  wilderness  would  ruin 

our  whole  ranch  unit  and  we  would  be  forced 

to  seek  other  summer  and  fall  range  miles  and 

miles  away.   This  country  is  home  and  a  way  of 

life  and  has  been  for  three  generations  of 

Conovers.   Therefore,  we  are  very  much  against 

the  intention  of  the  federal  government  to  buy 

up  or  trade  our  encompassed  private  deeded  or 

state  lands.   Over  the  years  we  have  tried  to 

manage  our  grazing  lands  in  a  good  rancher-like 

fashion. 


I 
I 

I 
I 
I 
I 
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MSO-073/C      I  am  interested  in  your  wilderness  review  study  M 

and  hope  this  matter  will  be  given  the  proper  *■ 
study  and  review  and  those  areas  deserving  of 

protection  be  given  it.  B 

B-057/C        If  the  federal  government  puts  this  act  in  force, 

I  would  suggest  to  put  mountain  ranges,  which  is  (n 

and  has  been  more  or  less  wilderness  in  the  past.  ^ 

MC-007/C/O     What  is  impact  of:   a) intensive  inventory,  b)  ^ 

WSA,  c)  wilderness  status,  on  FHA  (or  any  other)  ■ 

loan?   In  permit,  AUM's  are  considered  "part"  " 
of  collateral  along  with  deeded. ... Inflation 
7%  and  how  much  have  BLM  leases  raised? 


I 


MSO-089/R**     This  land  is  in  effect  wilderness  in  the  present 

why  do  we  need  further  regulation? .. .As  a  result  -m 

of  domestic  animal  grazing  use,  we  have  developed  ■ 
extensive  water  resources  for  domestic  animals 

and  this  water  development  is  used  by  wildlife.  ^ 

In  my  opinion,  we  have  more  wildlife  now  than  ■ 

there  was  30  vears  aao  hf^r!anP!P  nf  wat-P*!-  Hott-c^I  nn—  • 
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B-045/C        Without  public  land  this  county  would  be  dead. 

We  could  not  pay  our  taxes.   We  have  to  have  this 
public  grazing. 


U    MC-137/R       In  an  area  where  school  land  or  private  land  is 

surrounded  by  the  proposed  or  potential  Wilder- 
'~  ness  Area,  if  access  must  be  allowed,  it  would 

^  seem  that  the  intent  of  the  program  is  compromised. 


y 
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B-098/C        The  locking  up  of  immense  areas  of  country  is  not 

intelligent  nor  logical.   (Logic  doesn't  really 
play  a  very  large  part  in  the  thought  process 
of  an  environmentalist.)   Not  only  is  it  a  waste 
of  renewable  resources,  loss  of  vital  non-renewable 
ones — metals,  oil,  etc. — but  becomes  a  hazard 
to  itself.   How  many  people  would  need  to  lose 
their  lives  by  being  trapped  in  an  isolated  area 
while  hiking  or  backpacking  when  trapped  in  a 
forest  fire,  severe  storm  or  such  by  being  unable 
to  move  out  rapidly  or  by  getting  to  a  road  or 
campsite  where  rescue  is  feasible?   We  are 
moving  into  a  period  of  national  concern  over  the 
energy  crisis.   Are  we  going  to  allow  millions 
of  acres  to  be  locked  up  with  no  thought  given 
to  what  they  provide  for  the  millions  of  people 
dependent  upon  the  production  for  survival? 
Perhaps  it  will  take  loss  of  life  here  as  well 
to  rearrange  or  alter  some  thought  processes. 
Would  the  environmentalist  understand  when  he 
saw  his  neighbor  or  family  lying  on  a  street 
freezing  because  he  couldn't  build  or  buy  a  home, 
no  food  could  be  bought,  no  vehicle  to  move  to 
the  rural  areas,  closer  to  food  supplies  or  to 
move  the  food  closer  to  the  town  and  no  fuel  to 
run  a  vehicle  or  heat  a  home  if  he  had  either? 
Perhaps  a  bit  extreme  as  an  example  but  not 
completely  impossible  if  we  continue  in  the  current 
trend.   We  are  now  seeing  the  tip  of  just  such 
an  "iceberg."   I'm  not  certain  that  locking  up 
so  much  ground  is  constitutional.   This  is  depri- 
ving the  elderly,  handicapped  and  those  who  don't 
care  to  hike  or  are  physically  impaired  from 
doing  so,  of  the  opportunity  to  visit  millions 
of  acres  of  country.   Game  doesn't  increase  in 
the  areas  left  wild  without  some  type  of  management 
beyond  a  certain  point.   These   areas  do  harbor 
predators  as  well  as  the  hunted  animals.   When 
the  saturation  point  is  reached  by  all  the  animals 
living  there  they  must  migrate  to  other  areas 
to  survive.   This  causes  a  major  problem.   To  an 
environmentalist  he  is  a  beautiful  animal  regard- 
less of  specie.   To  those  living  in  the  surround- 
ing area  he  may  be  a  beautiful  animal  or  a  "damned 
nuisance"  and  very  destructive.   If  a  rancher  or 
farmer  destroys  him  to  protect  his  own  livestock 


B-121/C        According  to  the  BLM  procedures,  of  land  acquire- 
ment in  the  State  of  Montana  and  throughout  all 
the  regions  of  the  United  States  are  completely  in 
accords,  through  federal  government,  of  confisca- 
tion of  more  land  from  the  free  people  of  this 
country  to  maximize  on  their  control  and  efforts 
over  people.   It's  in  complete  accordance  with 
the  first  platform  of  the  communist  manifesto 
for  the  abolition  of  property  and  land  and  appli- 
cation of  all  rights  of  land  to  public  purposes. 
Now  from  June  30,  1976  the  federal  government 
has  owned  762,192,000  acres  within  the  U.S.;  this 
is  amounted  to  33.5  percent  of  the  total  land. 
This  consists  of  90%  of  the  state  of  Alaska,  87% 
of  Nevada,  65%  of  Utah,  63%  of  Idaho,  and  of 
course  at  least  10%  of  the  11  other  states  in 
this  country.   My  purpose  in  stating  this  statement 
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B-098/C  then  he  becomes  just  a  bit  lower  than  an  insect 
(Cont.)  on  the  ground.  The  most  sensible  logical  way  is 
to  continue  with  a  multiple-use  program.  This 
benefits  all  segments  of  society  and  economy.  The 
areas  unsuitable  for  grazing  and  timber  are  left 
by  natural  choice  and  design.  They  are  rugged 
and  spectacular.  Although  they  may  not  contain  m 
millions  of  acres  often  they  are  large  and  will  W 
provide  many  days  of  hiking  or  just  enjoying  them 
in  your  own  way  for  each  person  so  desiring.  The 
areas  bordering  are  put  to  a  practical  use  and 
everyone  can  enjoy  some  of  it.  The  environ- 
mentalist has  his  higher,  rugged  areas,  the  sports- 
man or  a  family  has  areas  to  camp,  picnic,  or 
just  drive  around  and  look  at  and  agriculture  has 
feed  for  much  needed  livestock.  Having  a  wilder- 
ness within  h  mile  of  stock  ranches  is  not  ^ 
really  a  very  logical  determination.  As  a  wild-  I 
erness  and  protected  area  predators  will  proli-  * 
ferate  and  the  area  ranchers  will  bear  the  cost 
of  feeding  them.  The  only  really  intelligent  ' 
use  of  our  God-given  resources  is  multiple  use 
with  a  place  for  everyone  and  no  group  deriving 
sole  use  and  benefit. 


I 


I 
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B-062/I        Rural  people  today  expect  and  in  fact  demand  the 

quality  of  service  that  most  people  have  in  ^ 

larger  towns.   Because  of  this,  and  the  critical       ■ 
nature  of  some  of  the  loads  being  served  such  as 
micro-wave,  radio  communications,  irrigation 
systems,  and  other  loads,  we  have  to  use  4-wheel 
drive,  snowmobiles,  all-terrain  vehicles,  and 
horses  at  times  if  available,,  to  repair  and  main- 
tain this  rural  distribution  system.   This  means 
also  that  if  we  cannot  reach  a  line  going  into 
an  area  by  one  direction,  many  times  we  have  to 
go  into  these  mountain  areas  by  another  drainage 
just  to  get  at  the  source  of  trouble. 
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B-121/C        is  the  Constitutional  Rights  of  Americans  and 
(Cont.)      citizens  of  this  country  through  due  process  of 
law  to  regain  the  private  land  that  has  been 
taken  over  by  federal  government  to  some  extent 
for  free  enterprise  and  production  to  make  it 
a  paying  effort  for  Americans  to  work  and  live  off 
the  land.   In  accordance  with  this  BLM  input 
meeting  in  Great  Falls,  I  would  like  to  state  that 
the  land  should  be  possibly  in  a  Constitution  law; 
we  should  have  it  returned  to  the  people  to  put 
into  a  productivity  state  and  to  deplete  our 
taxes  through  such  effort  would  be  meaningful  for 
all  of  us. 

L-043/C        Economy  and  ecology  and  conservation  without 

bureaucracy  and  regulation   are  flourishing. 

MC-141/C       I  protest  not  letting  vehicles  be  used  on  this 

wilderness  land.    Non-use  of  vehicles  places  an 

,-  unjust  handicap  on  the  livestock  producer.   This 

idea  of  no  roads  is  catering  to  the  whims  of  a 

^  few  people,  at  the  expense  of  the  great  majority 

of  the  people.   For  every  one  who  can  and  wants 
to  backpack  into  an  area  of  no  roads,  etc.,  there 

if0  are  a  thousand  people  who  like  to  enjoy  a  little 

of  the  great  outdoors,  but  aren't  able  or  inclined 
to  go  that  primitive.   Remember  they  are  citizens 

1^  and  taxpayers  the  same  as  the  person  who  wants 

to  backpack  around. 

r    MSO-100/C      Does  the  FS  have  the  authority  to  allow  a  grazing 
■•  permittee  to  use  a  motorized  vehicle  within  an 

established  wilderness  for  the  necessary  adminis- 
tration of  his  grazing  leases?   It  would  not  be 
ly  granted  for  mere  convenience  of  the  permittee, 

but  never-the-less,  the  authority  exists  and  I 
believe  with  reasonable  administration  of  the 
y  Wilderness  Act  there  is  no  reason  why  any  grazing 

permittee  holding  an  existing  permit  at  the  time 
of  wilderness  designation  shall  be  any  way  harmed. 
I  believe  the  Wilderness  Act  was  intended  to  pro- 
i«  tect  the  rights  of  the  existing  permittees  while 

still  providing  for  the  protection  of  wilderness 
P  resource.   I  very  strongly  believe  that  grazing 

^  management  of  an  extensive  nature  with  the  occa- 

sional use  of  motorized  vehicles  when  necessary 
is  fully  compatible  with  wilderness  management  and 
■  that  an  enlightened,  reasonable  flexible  policy 

■*  is  adopted  by  the  BLM  to  insure  the  grazing 

permittees  improvements  and  other  activities  neces- 
sary for  grazing  are  allowed,  that  there  is  no 
L»  reason  why  we  should  have  the  kind  of  controversy 

we've  had  with  livestock  operators  up  to  this 
;  point  on  National  Forest  Wilderness.   Much  of  the 

^  controversy  between  the  livestock  community  and 
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MSO-lOO/C      wilderness  proponents  concerning  the  wilderness         « 
(Cont.)     issue  has  been  unnecessarily  generated  by  the  * 

Forest  Service's  unusually  strict  rigid,  unflexible 
interpretation  of  the  Wilderness  Act  as  far  as 
grazing  is  concerned.   The  Wilderness  Act  clearly 
states  that  grazing  shall  be  allowed  to  continue 
within  wilderness.   The  use  of  grazing  is  not  to 
be  arbitarily  discriminated  against.   Its  not 
to  be  played  with  by  the  whim  of  local  land  managers 
The  use  is  permissible;  it  shall  be  permitted.  _ 

With  this  permissibility  carries  with  it  all  neces-  H 
sary  activities  reasonable  to  the  grazing  lease.  ■ 
We  strongly  urge  the  BLM  wilderness  review  policy 
program  to  adopt  a  grazing  and  wilderness  policy 
that  reflects  the  inherent  flexibility  of  the 
Wilderness  Act,  that  reflects  the  inherent  flexi- 
bility of  the  Wilderness  Act,  that  insures  that  h 
no  grazing  permittee  will  suffer  unreasonable  I 

economic  hardship  as  the  result  of  wilderness. 
We  would  hope  that  the  BLM  will  emphasize  the 
positive  benefits  of  wilderness  designation  to         ■ 
the  grazing  permittees  and  the  fact  that  wilder-       • 
ness  designation  eliminates  the  problems  asso- 
ciated with  vehicle  harassment  of  livestock 
litter,  with  vandalism,  with  rustling,  with  other 
potential  problems  motorized  vehicles  can  cause 
and  in  fact,  because  these  problems  are  eliminated 
with  wilderness  and  because  wilderness  is  fully 
compatible  with  livestock  management  under  most 
conditions,  wilderness  is  therefore  a  benefit  to 
most  ranch  and  livestock  operators  holding  permits 
on  public  lands.   I  would  hope  that  publicity  of 
the  enlighten  policy  will  surround  the  wilderness 
review  program  henceforth  and  in  so  doing  will 
gain  the  support  and  active  support  between  the 
conservation  community  and  the  livestock  community 
toward  the  preservation  of  qualified  tracts  of         « 
BLM  land  for  the  National  Preservation  System.  ■ 

M-113/R        The  United  States  government  has  a  method  of  doing 

things  that  are  a  constant  bewilderment  not  only 
to  me  but  to  the  other  tax  payers  as  well.   What 
is  the  definition  of  wilderness?   I  think  if  we 
asked  a  dozen  upper  echelon  personnel  of  the 
United  States  Department  of  the  Interior,  we 
would  get  a  dozen  different  definitions.   One 
of  the  definitions  that  comes  to  mind  was  stated       |. 
by  the  President's  own  committee  spokesman  at  the       I 
Western  Gevernors  Convention  in  Idaho  this  month. 
I  am  sorry  I  missed  the  man's  name  as  he  was 
speaking  when  I  tuned  in  (to)  the  middle  of  his 
speech  on  television.   He  stated  the  definition 
of  wilderness  was  simply  "where  people  ain't." 
Now  Montana  is  a  big  state  as  we  all  know  and 
if  a  man  is  working  his  property,  be  it  leased 
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U     L-006/AI/O 


or  deeded,  then  there  are  people  there,  and  it  is 
not  "where  people  ain't."...!  would  like  to  request 
a  copy  of  your  final  report  as  stated  in  the 
wilderness  inventory  handbook.  Step  5.   I  strongly 
believe  the  public  must  have  the  right  to  review 
the  final  documents  and  any  synopsis  of  these 
documents  or  public  comments  that  will  be  reviewed 
by  the  state  director  in  making  his  decision  on 
whether  an  area  is  wilderness  or  not. 

I  have  a  few  general  comments  on  the  resource 
issues  in  the  Dillon  area.   More  than  almost 
any  other  thing  in  life,  the  Westerner  enjoys 
and  appreciates  his  freedom  to  do  what  he  wants, 
go  where  he  wants,  and  not  have  to  furnish 
reports  or  obtain  permits  before  he  engages  in 
an  activity.   This  freedom  is,  for  most  Westerners, 
valued  far  higher  than  money,  because  they  usually 
sacrifice  the  big  money  they  could  make  else- 
where for  the  advantages  of  living  in  the  West. 
While  most  of  these  individuals  treat  the  public 
lands  with  respect  and  care,  they  highly  resent 
anyone  telling  them  how,  where,  or  when  they  can 
or  can't  use  them.   Obviously,  however,  there 
must  be  rules.   While  the  majority  of  the  people 
are  careful  about  the  use  of  the  public  lands, 
there  are  always  a  few  who  abuse  the  freedoms 
at  the  expense  of  us  all.   While  the  environ- 
mentalists have  many  good  points,  they  have  also 
in  some  cases  become  rather  extreme.   They  overdo 
it.   Today  many  who  at  first  agreed  with  the  intent 
of  the  environmentalists  now  find  themselves 
excluded  from  "wilderness"  plans.   The  common  man 
who  must  work  for  a  living  and  has  only  weekends 
to  enjoy  the  out-of-doors  sees  future  environ- 
mental rules  as  confining  him  to  the  paved  high- 
way.  Few  of  us  who  have  regular  jobs  have  the 
time  to  really  backpack  into  the  deep  wilderness. 
As  we  grow  older,  we  also  lose  the  physical 
stamina  to  get  there  on  foot. 

What  are  some  of  the  things  that  would  happen  if 
large  numbers  of  acres  of  public  land  are  turned 
into  wilderness  areas?   Grazing  would  be  allowed. 
But  fences  would  be  considered  incompatible,  and 
some  would  probably  be  removed.   As  a  result 
some  areas  would  remain  ungrazed  while  cattle 
overgrazed  areas  which  they  best  liked.   Conse- 
quently the  number  of  cattle  allowed  to  graze 
would  probably  be  cut  back.   This  could  have  a 
considerable  influence  on  cattle  herd  numbers 
throughout  the  west,  depending  on  the  acreage 
included  in  wilderness.   As  present  conditions 
have  proven,  this  may  prove  beneficial  to  the 
ranching  industry  due  to  higher  beef  prices,  but 
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by  never  having  come  face  to  face  with  a  dinosaur 
or  a  saber  tooth  tiger!   Throughout  the  history 
of  mankind,  man  has  prospered  as  long  as  God's 
gifts  were  used  in  a  wise  and  purposeful  manner. 
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L--006/AI/O     certainly  not  to  the  American  public.   Hunting       I 
(Cont.)       would  be  allowed.   But  it  would  take  quite  a  man 
to  carry  a  five  point  buck  deer  from  the  middle 
of  a  five  thousand  acre,  or  more,  wilderness  area. 
Then  there  is  the  retired  working  man  that  has  had 
a  dream  for  years  of  some  day  pulling  his  camper 
alongside  his  favorite  fishing  stream,  which  just 
happens  to  be  on  public  land,  and  spend  as  much 
time  as  he  wishes  just  fishing  and  resting.   After 
spending  the  winter  discussing  his  pains,  aches,      m 
and  symptoms  with  his  fellow  senior  citizens,  he      D 
finds  that  he  cannot  participate  in  his  favorite 
therapy  because  his  fishing  spot  is  now  a  wilder- 
ness area,  and  no  motor  vehicles  are  allowed. 
There  will  of  course  be  no  exploration  or  develop- 
ment of  natural  resources  or  pipeline  construc- 
tion or  construction  of  any  type  allowed  within 
a  wilderness  area.   As  a  result,  the  money  which 
could  be  placed  in  the  federal  treasury  would  have 
to  come  from  the  taxpayer.   The  jobs  which  could      rn 
have  resulted  from  exploration  and  development         i 
will  go  uncreated.   And  an  energy  short  America       *** 
will  find  its  supply  continuing  to  dwindle 
because  the  potential  of  energy  production  of        I 
millions  of  acres  will  have  been  locked  up  never     • 
to  be  tapped,  with  the  American  consumer,  who 
is  the  general  public,  the  loser.   Who  then  will 
be  served  by  creating  large  tracts  of  wilderness? 
From  all  appearances  it  would  be  an  elite  group 
made  up  of  strong  young  people  with  a  flare  for 
nature  and  who  are  able  to  afford  to  use  their 
time  and  strength  for  the  purpose  of  backpacking. 
Or  those  wealthy  enough  to  hire  a  packer-guide  or 
have  a  pack  string  of  their  own... either  of 
which  the  average  citizen  usually  finds  beyond 
his  means.... We  are  often  told  that  wilderness 
(should)  be  provided  for  future  generations.   I 
am  thankful  that  previous  generations  were  not  so 
considerate.   Where  would  we  be  today  if  those 
before  us  had  decided  that  the  corn  belt  area  was 
too  beautiful  in  its  natural  state  to  let  the 
plow  scar  the  landscape?   What  today  is  known  as 
the  nation's  bread  basket,  would  be  an  economic 
disaster.   And  instead  of  having  a  food  surplus, 
well,  I  would  hate  to  think  of  what  our  situation 
under  such  circumstances  might  be.   Or  going  back 
still  further  into  the  history  of  man.   What  if 
our  stone  age  ancestors  had  felt  that  the  pre- 
sence of  the  first  man  built  dwelling  destroyed 
the  pristine  beauty  of  the  landscape?   I,  for  one,    m 
feel  that  I  have  not  missed  much  in  my  lifetime       |1 
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L-006/AI/O     Societies  have  continually  fallen  when  its  people 
(Cont.)      put  such  gifts  to  use  for  selfish  and  foolish 
purposes.   Let  us  not  be  so  foolish  as  to  seal 
our  doom  by  sealing  off  our  public  lands  from  the 
public! 

MSO-102/AI     We  note  that  vast  acreages  of  the  former  LU  land 

are  embraced  within  wilderness  study  areas  under 
your  proposal.   As  you  know,  these  lands  were 
purchased  by  the  federal  government  under  the 
provisions  of  Title  III  of  the  Bankhead-Jones 
Farm  Tenant  Act  of  the  early  30 's.   These  lands 
were  purchased  as  "submarginal  lands"  with  the 
objective  of  stabilizing  the  livestock  industry 
in  the  areas  on  these  lands  and  to  provide  a 
means  for  submarginal  operators  to  be  relocated 
on  to  more  productive  units.   We  realize  that 
these  lands  have  since  been  transferred  for 
administrative  purposes  to  the  Bureau  of  Land 
Management  from  the  Department  of  Agriculture. 
It  does  not  seem  to  use  that  the  mere  transfer 
of  this  land  should  serve  to  revoke  the  stated 
intent  of  Congress  when  the  lands  were  acquired 
in  the  first  place. 

B-044/R        God  made  this  earth  and  we  all  got  to  learn  to 

use  it  together.   There  are  things  that  may 
benefit  one  that  the  other  might  hurt  but  we 
have  definitely  got  to  use  this  land  all  for  one 
....Considering  wilderness  designation  you  know 
we  wonder  what  will  happen  to  this  land  after 
they  have  their  foot  in  the  door.   We  don't  want 
to  kick  the  public  out,  because  somebody  from 
New  York  City  has  as  much  claim  to  that  land 
as  I  do.   We've  got  to  learn  to  live  together. 
Your  votes  come  from  the  more  populated  areas 
....Lands  should  be  under  one  jurisdiction.   As 
a  stockman  I  still  maintain  that  we've  all  got 
to  use  this  land  together.   I've  seen  some  pretty 
rinky  dink  government  employees,  and  they  don't 
make  sense.   And  not  that  all  ranchers  aren't 
Lii  rinky  dink.   See  we  are  making  a  living  and 

ranchers  today  are  a  more  conservation  wise  than 
r"  they  were.   I  can  remember  my  dad,  30-40  years 

j^  ago  when  we  ran  on  FS  and  BLM.   Then  we  would 

take  all  we  could  get.   But  ranchers  have  changed. 
My  boy  is  going  to  want  to  get  some  good  out  of 
that  grass. 

MSO-043/C      Given  various  qualitative  and  quantitative  analysis 

and  evaluation,  much  of  the  wilderness  process 

iiM>  involves  value  determinations.   With  a  high 

proportion  of  the  BLM  budget  allocated  to  energy 
development,  and  with  past  and  current  emphasis 

[     ,  of  the  BLM  on  economic  developments  of  various 
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MSO-043/C       forms,  it  would  seem  that  special  recognition         I 
(Cont.)     and  attention  should  be  given  to  non-economic 
values  to  insure  a  comprehensive  evaluation  of 
proposed  BLM  wilderness  lands.   Without  this 
value  recognition  and  awareness,  particularly 
on  the  non-economic,  potential  BLM  wilderness 
lands  may  not  get  the  type  of  public  interest 
that  they  deserve.   A  recent  survey  (Opinion 
Research  Corp,  through  the  American  Forest 
Institute,  Sept.  1977)  of  the  public  revealed 
that  two  out  of  three  Americans  favored  wilderness 
protection  over  development  and  this  would  obviously 
reflect  non-economic  values  which  would  apply  to 
BLM  lands. 


I 

I 

I 
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MSO-100/E      An  essential  component  of  a  balanced  wilderness 

review  program  is  a  management  policy  that  reflects 
the  inherent  flexibility  in  the  Wilderness  Act 
to  protect  wildland  while  allowing  permitted 
uses,  such  as  livestock  grazing,  to  continue 
undiminished  in  a  reasonable  manner.   In  line 
with  the  intent  of  the  Wilderness  Act  and  the 
pronouncements  of  other  federal  agencies  it  would 
be  very  helpful  at  the  outset  if  the  BLM  could 
make  a  public  statement  that  there  will  be  no 
reduction  in  domestic  livestock  grazing  in  BLM- 
administered  wilderness  as  a  result  of  wilderness 
designation. .. .The  BLM  should  recognize  the  sen- 
sitivity of  these  situations  and  retain  qualified 
contiguous  areas,  regardless  of  size,  in  the  «|| 

intensive  inventory;  my  recommendations  deal  m 

specifically  to  only  those  areas  on  which  I  have 
knowledge  or  data.   Failure  to  mention  an  area 
which  is  recommended  for  the  intensive  inventory 
does  not  constitute  a  recommendation  that  the         w 
area  be  dropped. 
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SUMMARY  OF  GENERAL  FINDINGS 

A  total  of  44  5  people  wrote  letters  to  the  BLM  or  provided 
personal  input  at  public  meetings.   Another  139  people  signed 
petitions.   A r majority  of  these  respondents  addressed  the  ; 
agency's  wilderness  review  process  on  an  area-specific  basis. 
Most  of  the  individual  comments  within   a  given  person's  state- 
ment also  focused  on  specific  roadless  areas. 

Only  ten  letters  (bearing  a  total  of  25  signatures)  con- 
tained no  substantive  comment  related  either  to  the  wilderness 
study  process  or  to  BLM  land  management  in  general.   Each  of 
the  other  44  0  letters  contained,  on  the  average,  a  high  per- 
centage of  substantive  material. 

Most  letters  came  from  in-state,  mostly  from  eastern  Mon- 
tana.  Most  of  the  response  from  out-of-state  came  from  companies 
who  do  business  in  Montana  but  whose  central  offices  situate  in 
urban  centers  such  as  Denver,  Colorado.   Many  of  these  companies 
wrote  in  opposition  to  wilderness  study  or  designation,  or  to 
advocate  specific  boundary  changes  to  accomodate  demands  for 
resource  development  of  roadless  areas.   Roughly  just  as  many 
companies  emphasized  no  particular  preferences  at  this  time, 
however,  and  concentrated  on  providing  information  about  their 
past,  current  or  potential  uses  of  particular  areas. 

It  was  obvious  to  us  when  reading  all  the  letters  and  when 
analyzing  the  coded  comments  that  almost  everyone  who  wrote  cares 


•k 

This    resulted    in    80%    of   the    inventory  ' s    roadless    areas    re- 
ceiving   up    to    7  5    individual    comments  . 
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very  deeply  about  the  outcomes  of  the  BLM  wilderness  review 
process.   People  care  in  vastly  different  ways,  however,  and 
for  differing  reasons. 

They  did  not  always  express  their  reasons  explicitly. 
Developing  a  aomprehensive    list  of  reasons  in  support  of  or 
in  opposition  to  specific  or  general  wilderness  decisions  would 
require  significant  inference  on  the  part  of  any  analyst.   We 
limit  our  discussion  here,  unless  otherwise  specified,  to 
those  reasons  made  explicit  in  the  letters  the  BLM  received.         I 

On  one  level  all  respondents  wrote  from  the  perspective  of 
how  BLM  decisions  would  affect  them  personally.   A  great  majority 
of  the  respondents  perceived  the  effects  of  decisions  to  be 
immediate — especially  in  the  geographic  sense  of  the  word.   Most 
respondents  wrote  about  roadless  areas  in  their  vicinity — places     I 
they  have  either  worked  or  recreated  in  (or  both)  for  years,  and 
near  which  they  expect  to  live  for  the  rest  of  their  lives. 

Letters  tended  to  be  characterizable  as  either  predominantly    fl 
emotional  or  predominantly  logical,  but  not  both.   This  does  not 
mean  that  "logical"  letters  were  never  evocative  or  stylistically     ■ 
emotion-arousing .      Rather,  respondents  tended  to  build  the  sub- 
stance of  their  comments  around  one  or  the  other  basic  approach. 
Letters  in  support  of  wilderness  tended  to  be  logical.   A  higher 
percentage  of  letters  opposed  to  wilderness  were  emotional  in 
overall  nature,  but  not  enough  so  that  we  would  characterize         I 
them  as  mostly  emotional.   There  seemed  to  be  no  correlation 
between  sources  of  letters  and  their  general  "pro-con"  stance 
on  the  one  hand,  and  the  amount  of  factual  information  offered 
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on  the  other. 

It  is  important  to  note  that  while  most  people  wrote  in 
specific  response  to  the  BLM's  overall   wilderness  review  process, 
a  minority  of  them  appeared  to  address  the  actual  decisions  BLM 
is  about  to  make  at  this  point  in  time.   A  majority  of  the 

^      letters  addressed  the  idea  of  wilderness    for  specific  roadless 

';      areas  rather  than  the  idea  of  continuing    to    study    areas  for 
wilderness  potential. 

y  For  the  Bureau  of  Land  Management,  wilderness  designation 

„     by  Congress  is  not  yet  the  immediate  issue;  but  that  is    the 

u/     issue  in  the  minds  of  most  of  the  people  who  responded  to  the 

7      initial  inventory. 

Letter  content  varied  somewhat  according  to  which  BLM 

^     office  was  the  recipient.   The  Miles  City  office  contributed 

the  most  orally-gathered  input,  and  the  majority  of  data  received 

m  by  that  office  focused  on  the  existence  of  particular  physical 

developments  rather  than  on  decision  preferences  and  opinions. 
The  Butte  office  received  more  in  the  way  of  mere  "voting"  and 

[      petition  signatures.   Since  communication  is  "transactional" 
(i.e.,  all  parties  affect  the  behavior  of  all  other  parties), 

L     this  finding  might  suggest  that  BLM  offices  sought  input  in 

n  significantly  different  ways. 

Despite  variation  according  to  the  different  BLM  offices 
receiving  letters,  some  general  observations  seem  valid  for  all 
responses  as  a  whole.   For  example,  very  few  ranchers  from  any 
part  of  the  state  wrote  in  support  of  wilderness  designation. 
Most  ranchers,  in  fact,  wrote  in  specific  opposition  to  such 
designation  for  roadless  areas  near  their  homes.   Most  respondents 
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coded  in  our  process  as  "citizens"  similarly  opposed  wilder- 
ness designation,  though  not,  as  a  rule,  in  as  strongly-worded 
a  way.   Since  our  coding  process  made  it  likely  that  many  "citizens" 
were  actually  ranchers,  we  do  not  believe  this  latter  distinction 
to  be  that  significant. 

Many  ranchers  expressed  the  idea  that  the  very  existence  of 
the  BLM  wilderness  review  process  represents  a  threat  to  their 
way  of  life.   While  only  a  minority  of  rancher-respondents  ex- 
plicitly said  this,  we  infer  from  the  data  that  a  majority  of 
responding  ranchers  actually  feel  this  way.   "Environmentalist" 
emerged  as  a  "dirty  word"  to  ranchers.   Most  seemed  to  see  the 
wilderness  inventory  as  a  result  of  "big-monied"  environmentalist 
pressures  on  government.   Environmentalists  they  characterized 
(explicitly  or  implicitly)  as  "rich  and  young  Easterners."   Gov- 
ernment, or  "big  government,"  they  characterized  as  "insensitive 
to  the  people."   A  sentiment  commonly-expressed  by  rancher-respond- 
ents was  that  government  doesn't  care — it  makes  decisions  regard- 
less of  people's  feelings.   BLM,  they  added,  is  an  arm  of  the 
government  and  therefore  itself  doesn't  care  about  people.  I 

A  number  of  rancher-respondents  felt  that  BLM  researchers 
are  too  young  and  inexperienced.   In  addition,  several  felt  the 
process  itself  has  been  conducted  at  "arms-length,"  from  an 
office  where  decision-makers  are  divorced  from  on-site  knowledge 
of  roadless  areas.   We  infer  from  some  of  these  data  that  many        ■ 
ranchers  feel  BLM  decision-makers  should  have  a  stronger  per- 
sonal sense  of  what  a  given  roadless  area  is  like  than  mere  lists 
of  developments,  acreages,  and  the  like,  provide.   Ranchers  would 
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like  BLM  knowledge  of  roadless  areas  to  include  a  responsive 

feel  for  what  a  given  area  "means"  to  the  people  who  live  near 

or  depend  on  it  for  different  goods  and  services. 

Many  respondents  either  explicitly  or  implicitly  suggested 
^.      that  BLM  lands  should  be  disposed  of  (sold,  traded,  etc.), 
*■     particularly  in  cases  of  allocation  conflicts.   Existing  uses — 

especially  grazing,  they  felt — should  be  respected  and  preserved. 

The  idea  emerged  (though  rarely  was  it  expressed  explicitly) 
g     that  as  wilderness  designation  would  preserve  certain  values  in 

perpetuity,  the  BLM  should  designate  lands  for  grazing  uses  with 
^     similar  permanency. 

Interestingly,  most  respondents  supporting  wilderness  study 

or  designation  were  western  Montanans.   Only  a  very  few  such 
!      respondents  expressed  the  converse  of  the  rancher-sentiments 

E     about  "big  government":  One  letter,  for  example,  asserted  that 
the  United  States  is  completely  controlled  by  huge  oil  and  gas 
companies,  and  that  this  fact  is  reflected  throughout  the  BLM's 
review  process.   That  particular  respondent  predicted  that  BLM's 

,      decisions  will  confirm  his  views. 

m 

By  a  wide  majority,  and  in  contrast  to  a  minority  of  anti- 
M     wilderness  respondents,  wilderness  supporters  spoke  of  the  BLM 
r-     process  in  complimentary  terms.   Most  people  writing  in  support 

of  overall  or  specific  potential  wilderness  recommendations  felt 
;      the  BLM  has  been  doing  an  excellent  job.   They  felt  the  process 

has  been  fair,  well-constructed  and  well-controlled.   "Keep  up 
U#     the  good  work"  was  a  sentiment  commonly-heard  from  this  group  of 
f-     writers. 
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Most  people  writing  in  support  of  BLM  proposed  recommend- 
ations for  further  roadless  area  study  also  acknowledged  their 
agreement  with  recommendations  for  dropping  some  areas  from 

the  inventory.   While  many  hoped  the  BLM  would  reverse  some  fl 

W 

specific  recommendations,  they  often  mentioned  areas  of  "non- 
wilderness"  agreement  as  well.   Most  of  these  people  also 
wrote  about  many  areas,  whereas  the  majority  of  respondents 
in  general  opposition  to  wilderness  wrote  about  less  than 
three  specific  roadless  areas  in  their  vicinity.  9 

It  was  our  strong  impression  that  all   respondents  cared 
equally  about  the  BLM  process  and  the  decisions  at  stake. 
They  just  cared  in  different  ways,  for  different  reasons.   All 
respondents  seemed  to  feel    equally-affected,  although  there 
was  an  obvious  dichotomy  with  respect  to  how    they  actually  ave 
affected. 

A  number  of  respondents  suggested  the  BLM  should  be  better 
prepared  at  the  start  of  its  next  involvement  period  to  answer 
questions  and  offer  information  about  what  wilderness  designation 
would  mean  to  area  ranchers  and  others.   Even  though  such  in- 
formation may  not  seem  particularly  relevant  to  BLM  personnel 
at  this    stage  of  their  process  (many  areas  carried  forth  in  the 
inventory  will  likely  not  be  recommended  for  actual  designation) , 
this  kind  of  information  is  always   very  relevant  to  a  sizeable 
percentage  of  the  affected  public.   "What  wilderness  designation 
would  mean"  is  seemingly  all  that  many  respondents  cared  about. 
A  number  of  respondents  explicitly  criticized  the  BLM  for  not 
having  been  much  more  sensitive  to  this  fact. 
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Several  people — including  some  ranchers — offered  suggestions 
(explicitly  or  implicitly)  for  how  rancher  opposition  to  wilder- 
ness might  be  reduced.   These  respondents  seemed  to  feel  that 
much  opposition  to  the  idea  of  wilderness  results  from  miscon- 
ceptions as  to  what  such  designation  would  really  mean.   To  a 
certain  extent  these  writers  criticized  the  BLM  for  thusfar 

i       providing  little  or  no   information  about  the  impacts  of  desig- 
nation; they  seemed  to  feel  some  unnecessary  opposition  exists 

Ih      not  so  much  because  of  inaccurate  information  but  because  of 

■—      no    information. 

These  latter  few  respondents  felt  that  ranchers,  for  what- 
ever reason,  are  well-aware  of  the  potential  negative  impacts 
wilderness  designation  would  have  on  their  lives.   But  they 

i^      felt  ranchers  are  not  familiar  enough  with  the  potential  positive 

E      effects  of  such  designation.   It  is  the  responsibility  of  the 
I 
BLM,  they  felt,  to  provide  this  information.   They  believed 

strongly  such  an  agency  approach  might  reduce  the  emotionalism 

of  existing  opposition.   As  an  example,  they  suggested  ranchers 
jy      might  respond  less  negatively  to  the  process  if  it  were  pointed 

out  to  them  that  the  prohibition  of  motorized  vehicle  use  inside 
*■       classified  wilderness  would  reduce  hunter  abuses  of  neighboring 
^       private  lands  and  livestock.   Additional  suggestions  of  this 

sort  appear  within  comments  listed  in  the  "general"  section  of 
^       this  report. 

Our  content  analysis  also  revealed  considerable  opposition 
^      to  the  BLM's  working  definition  of  "road,"  usually  presented  on 

an  area-specific  basis.   People  tended  to  feel  that  the  definition 
could  be  used  to  preclude  anything  not  gravelled  or  paved.   Many 
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felt  the  way  a  "road"  was  constructed  and  maintained  means 
nothing  with  respect  to  how  that  road  is  needed.   Need  by  people,      H 
they  seemed  to  say — the  extent  to  which  a  "road"  is  "used"   as  a 
road — should  be  more  important  than  clinical  data  about  its 
mere  condition  or  creation.   We  might  take  this  data-based  ob- 
servation one  inferential  step  further:  In  the  minds  of  ranchers, 
for  example,  a  nearby  "road" — even  if  never  "constructed"  and  I 

rarely-used — has  critical  value.   "Knowing  it  is  there,"  available 
when  needed,  is  obviously  very  important  to  these  people.   Neg- 
ative comments  about  the  BLM's  road  definition  were  frequently 
laced  with  sarcasm,  a  fact  which  demonstrates  the  importance  of 
this  issue  to  many  respondents,  as  well  as  the  bitterness  with 
which  they  tend  to  view  this  aspect  of  the  BLM's  process. 

In  one  approach  during  our  final  days  of  analysis  we  attempted 
to  put  ourselves  in  the  place  of  ELM  decision-makers  reading  public 
response.   While  we  had  maintained  rather  strictly  our  stance  as 
objective  researchers  up  until  that  time,  we  felt  such  a  temporary     H 
perspective  would  assist  in  developing  inferences  of  potential 
value  in  overall  summarization  of  data.   This  analytic  "subprocess" 
resulted  in  our  defining  of  a  number  of  commonly-expressed  mis- 
conceptions, or  "myths,"  about  wilderness,  from  the  perspectives 
of  both  wilderness  advocates  and  opponents. 

More  "myths"  and  seemingly  incorrect  assumptions  emerged 
from  the  comments  of  wilderness  opponents,  a  finding  that  would 
appear  to  support  (to  some  extent)  the  views  of  those  respondents 
who  advocated  more  information  and  public  education  about  the 
meaning  of  wilderness  designation.    Following  is  a  list  of  these 
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Because    our   professional    experienaes    have    brought   us 
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ta     "myths."  While  some  may  be  correct,  accurate  assumptions,  we 
■     presently  know  of  no  scientifically-derived  substantiation  of 
their  validity. 
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WILDERNESS   ADVOCATE   MYTHS /ASSUMPTIONS 

*  Wilderness    designation   always    "saves"    land  for   future 
generations . 

*  Wilderness    designation   always   improves   wildlife    habitat 
and  population   sizes. 

*  Wilderness    designation   is   needed  for   an   eoologioally- 
dvverse    grouping   of  areas;    ecological    diversity   within 
the    National    Wilderness   Preservation   System   is   not   only 
important,    hut   Congressionally-mandated. 

*  Classified  wilderness   represents    a   refuge   vitally    im- 
portant   to    all    forms    of   life. 

^  Classified  wilderness    is    inherently    good;     "development" 
is    inherently    had. 

^    Wilderness    designation   will    in   no   way    affect   grazing   of 
livestock   on   public    lands. 

*  Non-wilderness    designation   means    land  will   be    "ripped, 
roaded  or   raped.  " 


WILDERNESS    OPPONENT   MYTHS /ASSUMPTIONS 

*  Wilderness  means  loss  of  land  (not  meaning  loss  of  land 
to  particular  uses,  hut  "loss"  the  way  Native  Americans 
"lost"   their    land) . 

*  No^    fire    control    is    allowed   inside    designated  wilderness; 
wilderness    designation   means    more    fires. 

*  Wilderness  designation  will  reduce  wildlife  habitat  and 
population   sizes. 


Livestock   grazing   on   BLM   land  plays   a   major   role    i 


n 


I      ^n  closer    contact   with    the    thinking    of  wilderness    advocates 
^     than   opponents,    it    is    possible    our    own    familiarity   with    their 
logics    made    it    harder    for    us    to    identify    the    myths    reflected 
in    their   comments.       We    therefore    suggest    these    last   findings 
I      he    viewed   critically ,    and    that    the    reader    should   attempt    to 
^     infer   additional    misconceptions    on    the    part    of  wilderness 
advocates . 


I 

feeding    the    nation. 
*"    VI'ildeTness    excludes    "mutti-ple-use .  "  ■ 

*  Wilderness    reduces    grazing   allotments ,    AUMs,    eta. 

■ 

*  Maintenance   of  improvements    is    forbidden   inside    designated  m 
wilderness . 

"^  Vehicle    access    is    never   permitted   inside    classified  Q 

wilderness .  ' 

'^    Wilderness   will    create    new^    increased   hunting  pressures  flj 

on   BLM    lands.  I 

'^  Wilderness    designation  will   always   mean   a   reduction   in  m 

our   nation's    ability    to    deal    responsibly   with   the    growing  j 

energy    crisis. 

*  Wilderness    designation   means    permanent    "lock-up."  H 
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'^    wilderness    designation   discriminates    against    the    old 
and   handicapped. 

*  The    common   working   man   can   neither   afford   nor   use   wilder- 
ness . 

^    Wilderness    advocates    are    all    from    the    East,    or   are    all 
rich   and   young. 

*  Wilderness    users   amount    to    1%   of  America' s   population. 

In  addition  to  this  general  summary  of  written  public  response, 
we  have  arranged  our  comment  listings  elsewhere  in  this  report  so 
as  to  stand  alone  as  area-specific  and  general  category-specific 
summaries  of  public  comment. 
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EVALUATION:   ANALYSIS  STRENGTHS  AND  WEAKNESSES 


We  believe  our  methodology  and  results  feature  many  inherent 


n    strengths,  most  of  which  we  mentioned  at  least  implicitly  in 
earlier  narrative  sections  of  this  report.   Nevertheless,  a 

r~ 

^    quick  review  of  these  strengths  will  put  our  own  critique  of 
our  work  in  proper  context. 

We  applied  our  procedures  systematically  and  uniformly. 
Our  approach  was  consistent  with  qualitative  research  conven- 
tions, and  therefore  we  have  maximized,  insofar  as  possible, 
process  objectivity.   We  have  preserved  the  contexts  and  content 
of  public  response  so  that  this  report  displays  not  merely  the 
ideas  people  offered  but  also  their  flavor  and  author-created 
impacts.   We  made  no  attempt  until  the  very  last  stages  of 
analysis  to  interpret  or  infer  what  people  meant.*   The  data 
presented  herein  reflect  the  living,  breathing  people  who 
wrote  them  -  people  with  real  concerns,  interested  and  desir- 
ing real  involvement  in  BLM  decision-making. 

Because  we  have  not  altered  comments  beyond  assigning 
them  to  particular  categories,  and  because  we  made  every  effort 
to  err  on  the  side  of  retaining  "too  much,"  many  additional 
approaches  to  final  data  analysis  remain  viable.   Because 
data  have  been  organized,  further  analyses  of  them  will  be 
significantly  easier  and  faster:   with  relatively  minimal 
effort,  BLM  personnel,  alone  or  in  consultation  with  communi- 
cations scientists,  could  expand  greatly  the  analysis  we  have 
had  time  to  develop. 


We    drew    inferences    when    develo^'lng    a    summary    of  pubti-o 
misconaept'ions    about  wilderness , 


'14 


i 
i 

I 


I 
I 
I 


Our  constraints  and  methodology  have  produced  a  number  of 
significant  weaknesses  as  well.   We  had  to  make  numerous 
methodological  decisions  which  inevitably  limited  the  number 
of  ways  we  could  approach  final  analysis.   For  example,  we 
concluded  very  early  on  that  we  would  be  unable  to  assign 
comments  to  more  than  one  category.   Had  we  the  time  to  do  so, 
multiple-category  coding  could  have  increased  exponentially 
the  number  of  potential  data  manipulations  available  to  us  and 
other  analysts  viewing  this  final  document.   What  such  manipu- 
lations might  have  told  us  we  cannot,  unfortunately,  determine 
with  any  significant  reliability  at  this  point.  fl 

It  would  have  been  helpful  had  BLM  personnel  defined  more 
precisely  some  of  the  questions  to  which  they  would  have  liked 
us  to  seek  answers.   There  would  have  been  no  way  of  knowing 
in  advance  whether  or  not  the  data  would  be  able  to  provide 
these  answers,  but  more  specific  study  questions  could  have  I 

offered  us  more  guidance  in  making  methodological  decisions. 
We  might  note  in  connection  with  this  thought,  however,  that 
it  is  always  easier  with  hindsight  to  identify  what  one  would 
have  liked  to  have  Hceomplished. 

There  are  a  number  of  ways  we  think  the  BLM  could  restruc-        I 
ture  its  process  to  greatly  increase  the  number  of  analytic 
options  in  future  public  involvement  periods.   These  changes 
would  likely  increase  the  value  of  whatever  results  such  analyses 
would  produce. 

One  obvious  change  from  our  perspective  would  be  to  allow         I 
more  time  for  content  analysis  of  public  response.   Given  our 
printer's  deadlines  we  had  only  one  week  from  the  time  we 
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I 
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I 


I 


I 
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received  the  last  of  the  input  until  the  time  this  report  had 
to  be  typed.   Subtract  from  that  the  time  it  took  to  code  those 
last  letters  and  it  becomes  clear  that  there  was  not  enough 
time  permitted  in  our  process  to  maximize  either  the  analytic 
options  taken  or  the  utility  of  potential  findings. 

Another  important  weakness  of  this  study  derives  from  the 
multiplicity  of  ways  in  which  the  BLM  gathered  data  from  the 
public.   We  refer  primarily  to  the  fact  that  we  received  not 
only  letters  and  petitions  written  by  people  but  also  trans- 
aribed   testimony,  -paraphrased   testimony,  and  two  different 
kinds  of  questionnaires.   It  is  difficult  from  a  "pure"  methodo- 
logical approach — the  approach  we  prefer  because  we  believe  it 
is  most  valid — to  combine  such  radically  different  input  for 
the  purposes  of  analysis.   For  example,  because  all  communi- 
cation is  transactional,  as  we  have  mentioned  elsewhere,  both 
what   people  say  and  the  way   they  say  it  are  very  different  when 
they  write  letters  in  the  privacy  of  their  own  homes  as  opposed 
to  when  they  are  personally  speaking  to  a  BLM  employee  taking 
notes.   It  is  hard  to  draw  meaningful  inferences  about  how 
people  are  feeling  on  the  basis  of  aggregated  data  from  such 
different  modes  of  collection.   Add  to  this  the  fact  that 
paraphrasing  may  be  substantially  less  accurate  than  trans- 
criptions (which  also  are  "tainted"  somewhat  by  the  presence 
of  BLM  employees  at  the  time  of  colJ.ection)  ,  and  this  problem 
is  compounded.   The  same  is  true  when  dealing  with  question- 
naires, which  unavoidably  shape  to  some  extent  the  nature  of 
comments  received.   It  would  be  better  if  either  all  the  comment 
received  (or  none  of  it)  were  shaped  in  the  same  controlled  ways. 
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Public  comment,  because  it  is  volunteered  and  not  gathered 
according  to  a  statistically  representative  sample  of  a  popula- 
tion, is  by  nature  difficult  to  analyze.   Such  variation  as 
mentioned  above  only  adds  to  this  difficulty.   If,  however, 
data-gathering  differences  had  been  carefully  premeditated 
and  controlled,  it  might  well  have  been  possible  for  us  to 
draw  some  conclusions  about  which  methods  are  most  useful,  in 
which  ways,  for  public  involvement  programs.   Data  might  have 
supported  some  important  theory-building  with  respect  to 
government-wide  public  involvement  design. 

AH 

If  variations  in  collection  techniques  had  been  rigidly  H 

controlled  with  respect  to  such  premeditated  and  carefully- 
planned  goals,  we  could  have  used  what  Paisley  (1970)  has 
called  "multiple  operationism, "  an  analytic  process  in  which 
one  combines  intentionally  different  data-gathering  techniques 
in  an  attempt  to  deal  with  the  recognized  inadequacies  of  each.       I 
In  such  an  approach.  Paisley  says,  "multiple  techniques  brought 
to  bear  on  the  same  problem  should  yield  a  oove    of  valid 
findings. .  .  " 

Another,  opposite  sort  of  approach  would  be  to  rigidly 
control  all  data  collection  so  as  to  insure  all  public  input  H 

used  is  of  the  same  mode.   If  well-planned,  such  a  method 

at 
H 

might  enable  analysts  to  draw  extremely  meaningful  conclusions        9 
about  regional  variations  in  public  opinion.  g 

Because  the  BLM  followed  neither  of  these  approaches 
strictly,  however, our  general  findings  are  of  unfortunately  H 

limited  scope  and  meaning. 
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As  we  mentioned  in  our  methodology  description,  we  used 

L 

"    a  respondent  coding  system  which  ultimately  produced  some 
;     misleading  data.   Because  we  felt  an  over-riding  need  to  be 

iiMr 

consistent  in  minimizing  inferences  when  characterizing  respon- 

^    dents,  most  of  the  people  who  wrote  to  the  BLM  we  considered 
"citizens."   A  good  many  of  them,  we  suspect,  were  actually 

•■    ranchers.   As  a  result,  the  comments  of  citizens  are  probably 
misrepresented,  and  the  data  have  not  been  able  to  fully 
demonstrate  the  degree  of  rancher  interest  in  the  BLM  wilder- 

f     ness  process.   If  in  future  processes  the  BLM  were  to  stress 
its  interest  in  knowing  exactly  who  respondents  are  (not  just 

—    names,  but  occupations,  etc.),  analysts  could  draw  more 

r    meaningful  conclusions  about  how  various  types  of  people  feel. 
Even  "citizens"  is  a  somewhat  catch-all,  and  therefore  meaning- 
less, category;  more  specific  information  would  be  quite  useful, 
Our  critique  may  seem  rigorous  enough  to  effectively 

■*    discount  much  of  the  value  of  what  we  have  accomplished.   We 

'"'  caution  that  theise  admitted  weaknesses  provide  a  perspective 

with  which  to  temper  inferences  one  might  draw  when  reading 

t     the  public  comments  displayed  here.   But  we  also  believe  the 

area-specific  comment  listings  in  particular  provide  obviously 

Ui    useful  information  to  the  BLM. 

i?         Gathering  and  analyzing  public  comments  about  resource 
management  decision-making  presents  many  challenges.   It  is 
our  sincere  hope  that  this  report  not  only  meets  current  BLM 
decision-maker  needs  insofar  as  possible,  but  that  it  also 

iw    will  provide  valuable  assistance  in  the  development  of  future 
public  involvement  periods  in  the  agency's  wilderness  review 
process. 
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APPENDIX  A 
LIST  OF  RESPONDENTS 


BLM  CODE 


B-001- 


B-002 


B-003 


B-004 


B-005 


B-006 


B-007 


B-008 


B-009 


B-OlO 


B-011 


B-012 


B-013 


B-014 


B-015 


B-016 


B-017 


B-018 


B-019 


B-020 


B-021 


B-022 


B-023 


B-024 


B-025 


B-026 


B-027 


B-028 


B-029 


B-030 


B-031 


B-032 


B-033 


CODED  AS 


B-OOl/C 


B-002/C 


B-003/C 


B-004/I 


B-005/C 


MSO-002 


MSO-002 


MC-106 


B-009/C 


MSO-086 


B-Oll/C 


B-012/C 


B-013/I* 


B-014/C 


B-015/I 


B-016/C 


B-107/C 


B-018/C 


B-004 


B-004 


B-004 


B-022/C 


B-022 


B-022 


B-022 


8-026/1 


MSO-002 


B-028/I 


B-029/C 


B-030/C 


B-031/C 


B-032/C 


MSO-009 


NAME 


ORGANIZATION* 


ADDRESS 


K  ■  Younger 


E.  Bencke 


Medical  Eye  Specialists 


Bozeman 


M.  Adams 


K.  Luff;  C.  Sasse 


J.  Mest 


R.  Nance  §  Assoc. 


G.  Sentz 


K.  §  A.  Gleason 


M.  §  B.  Huffman 


C.  Burton 


Rainbow  Resources 


G .  Parker 


N.  Gaudio 


Exxon 


P.  Arnott 


G.  Bolte 


B .  Brewer 


P.  §  J.  Hagenbarth 


Hagenbarth  Livestock 


A.  Strickland 


Champion  International 


W.  Miller 


McFarland  Cascade 


B .  Pomeroy 


L.  Grabinski 


R.  Rogers 


V.  Doornbos 


Anaconda 


Great  Falls 


Billings 


Manhattan 


Choteau 


Choteau 


Casper,  Wyo. 


Missoula 


Denver,  Colo. 


Great  Falls 


Dillon 


Milltown 


Bozeman 


Troy 


Virginia  City 


Aider 


Sheridan,  Mt. 


#  OF 
SIGNATURES 


+  when  legible  or  known 


*  if  appliodble 


BLM  CODE 

CODED  AS 

name'^ 

ORGANIZATION 

ADDRESS 

#  OF 
SIGNATURES 

B-034 

B-034/C** 

H. 

p.  Friesema 

Northwestern  University 

Evanston,  111. 

1 

B-035 

B-035/I** 

J. 

Muhm 

Occidental  Mineral  Corp. 

Lakewood,  Colo. 

1 

B-036 

B-036/C 

T. 

Larson 

1 

B-037 

B-030 

B-038 

B-031 

B-039 

B-039/C 

A. 

Luebeck 

Butte 

1 

B-040 

B-040/RI 

D. 

Cox  §  F.  Carlson 

Garden  Creek  Stock  Assoc. 

Twin  Bridges 

2 

B-041 

B-041/I 

J. 

Mulryan 

Cyprus  Indus.  Minerals  Co. 

Three  Forks 

1 

B-042 

B-042/R 

F. 

Brovm 

1 

B-043 

B-043/C 

J. 

Ellingsen 

Virginia  City 

1 

6-044  ■ 

B-044/R 

B. 

Morris 

Sheridan,  Mt. 

B-045 

B-045/C 

M. 

Miller 

Alder 

B-046 

MSO-lOO 

B-047 

B-052 

B-048 

B-048/C 

G. 

Knaggs 

1 

B-049 

B-048 

B-050 

B-050/C 

F. 

Carlson 

Twin  Bridges 

B-051 

B-051/C 

C. 

McCauley 

Great  Falls 

B-052 

B-052/E 

R. 

Tenney 

Madison-Gallatin  Alliance 

Bozeman 

B-053 

B-053/C 

L. 

Hansen 

B-054 

B-054/G 

H. 

Smith 

Beaverhead  Co.  Planning  Board  Dillon 

B-055 

B-055/C 

B. 

Hand 

Dillon 

B-056 

B-056/RI 

G. 

Rehm 

Selkirk  Hereford  Ranch 

Dillon 

B-057 

B-057/C 

R. 

Marches seau 

B-058 

B-058/I** 

R. 

Woods 

Cool  Grind  Dlst.  Co. 

Mountlake  Terrace,  Wash 

1 

B-059 

B-059/C 

D. 

Schulz 

Sheridan,  Mt. 

B-060 

B-042 

B-061 

B-061/C 

J. 

Haigh 

Ennis 

B-062 

B-062/I 

W. 

Anderson 

Vigilante  Electric  Coop. 

Dillon 

B-063 

B-063/C 

L. 

§  A.  Guinard 

2 

B-064 

B-064/RI 

G. 

§  J.  Briggs 

Briggs  Ranch  Inc , 

Dell 

2 

B-065 

B-064 

B-066 

B-064 

B-067 

B-067/C 

L. 

Cashraore 

Dillon 

1 

B-068 

B-068/C 

L. 

Hughes 

McAllister 

1 

B-069 

B-069/I** 

E. 

Huff 

Clayton  Corp. 

Lakewood,  Colo. 

1 

B-070 

B-070/C 

M. 

flak  en 

Twin  Bridges 

1 

B-071 

B-071/A 

E. 

KooJgard 

Missoula  Snowgoers 

Missoula 

1 

B-072 

B-072/A 

Petition 

Garden  Creek  Stock  Assoc. 

Twin  Bridges 

123 

B-073 

B-052 

«Hi 
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BLM  CODE 

CODED  AS 

NAME 

ORGANIZATION 

ADDRESS 

#  OF 
SIGNATURES 

B-074 

B-074/C 

R. 

Cornell 

Dillon 

I 

B-075 

B-07S/C 

Mr 

.  S  Mrs.  R.  Rolles 

Butte 

2 

B-076 

B-076/C 

Mr 

.  §  Mrs.  Lungholm 

Dillon 

2 

B-077 

B-077/R 

J. 

Anderson,  Jr. 

Ruby  Dell  Ranch 

Alder 

1 

B-078 

B-078/C 

H. 

Diemert 

Dillon 

1 

B-079 

B-079/C 

R. 

Meis 

Madison-Gallatin  Alliance 

Bozeman 

1 

B-080 

B-080/I 

L. 

Kaufman 

Montana  Power  Co. 

Butte 

1 

B-081 

MSO-lOO 

B-082 

MSO-097 

B-083 

MSO-075 

B-084 

NEVER  RECEIVED 

B-085 

B-085/C 

K. 

Kapphan 

Sheridan,  Mt. 

1 

B-086 

B-086/C 

L. 

Hiedreth 

Dillon 

1 

B-087 

B-087/A 

D. 

R.  Nickerson 

Skyline  Sportsman  Assoc. 

Butte 

1 

B-088 

MSO-099 

B-089 

B-089/C 

E. 

Tyler 

Dillon 

1 

B-090 

B-072 

B-091 

B-091/C 

D. 

Burgess 

Helena 

1 

B-092 

B-072 

B-093 

B-054 

B-094 

B-094/C 

D. 

Gasmacht;  V.  Benson 

Ennis 

2 

B-095 

B-095/C 

T. 

Geary,  Jr. 

Helmville 

1 

B-096 

B-096/C 

M. 

Huffman 

Missoula 

1 

B-097 

B-097/C 

B. 

§  T.  Walker 

Ennis 

2 

B-098 

B-098/C 

J. 

Harbness 

Dell 

1 

B-099 

MSO-039 

B-lOO 

B-IOO/R 

J. 

Conover,  Jr. 

Dillon 

1 

B-101 

B-lOl/D 

Zell  Family 

Shelby 

5 

B-102 

B-102/RA 

N. 

Benson 

Banack  Grazing  Assoc. 

Ennis 

1 

B-103 

B-103/I 

T. 

Dale 

Pfizer  Inc. 

Dillon 

1 

B-104 

B-104/C 

S. 

Seidensticker 

Seidensticker  Ranch 

Twin  Bridges 

1 

B-IOS 

MS0-088 

B-106 

B-072 

B-107 

B-072 

B-108 

B-108/C 

T. 

Crarapton 

Dillon 

1 

B-109 

B-109/C 

Wigen  Family 

Dillon 

3 

B-110 

B-072 

B-111 

B-072 

B-112 

B-112/RI 

M. 

Cross 

Matador  Cattle  Co. 

1 

BLM  CODE 

CODED  AS 

NAME 

ORGANIZATION 

ADDRESS 

#  OF 
SIGNATURES 

— 

B-115 

B-113/R 

F. 

Boettcher 

Morningstar  Ranch 

Lima 

1 

B-114 
B-115 

B-114/C 
B-115/C 

T. 
J. 

§  T.  Carl in  (NO  CONTENT) 

2 

Ulrich 

Dillon 

1 

B-116 

B-115 

B-117 

B-076 

B-118 

B-lOO 

B-119 

B-076 

R. 

Achtler 

Stoltie  Land  §  Lumber 

Dillon 

1 

B-120 

B-120/C 

K. 

Perry 

Park  City,  Mt. 

1 



MSO-OOl 

MSO-001/E 

D. 

Milner 

Montana  Wilderness  Assoc. 

Hamilton 

1 

" 

MSO-002 

MSO-002/C 

M. 

§  L.  Comola 

Helena 

2 

MSO-003 

MC-106 



MSO-004 

MS0-004/G 

P. 

Peres 

Choteau  County  Commissioners 

Fort  Benton 

1 

MSO-005 

MSO-002 



MSO-006 
MSO-007 

MSO-006/G 
MSO-007/E 

V. 
B. 

Haderlie 
Cook 

State  Conservationist 

Bozeman 

1 

North.  Plains  Resource  Coun. 

Billings 

1 

MSO-008 

MSO-008/C* 

P. 

Schmidt 

Lovell,  Wyo. 

1 

MSO-009 

MSO-009/E 

n. 

Aldrich 

National  Wildlife  Federation 

Missoula 

1 

MSO-OlO 

MSO-010/R 

R. 

Billing 

Jordan 

1 

MSO-011 

MSO-011/C 

L. 

§  B.  Smith 

Wolf  Point 

2 

MSO-012 

MSO-002 

: 

MSO-013 

MS0-013/I 

R. 

Cook 

Pyramid  Mtn.  Lumber,  Inc. 

Seeley  Lake 

1 

MSO-014 

MSO-014/I 

R. 

Meek 

Grace  Petroleum  Corp. 

Billings 

1 

MSO-015 

MSO-015/C* 

F. 

Schweiger 

Lander,  Wyo. 

1 

MSO-016 

MSO-016/C 

D. 

Cox 

Gordon  Creek  Assoc. 

Twin  Bridges 

1 

MSO-017 

MSO-017/C** 

B. 

Posey 

Jackson,  Miss. 

1 

MSO-018 

MSO-018/C** 

R. 

Lavington 

Denver,  Colo. 

1 



MSO-019 

MSO-019/C 

T. 

Mader 

Biddle,  Mt. 

1 



MSO-020 

MSO-020/RI 

A. 

Hayes 

Brown  Cattle  Co. 

Birney 

1 

MSO-021 

B-041 

MSO-022 

MSO-022/RI 

M. 

Daniels 

Tri-County  Ranchers  Assoc. 

Bimey 

1 

MSO-023 

MSO-023/C 

W. 

Reukaf 

Terry 

1 



MSO-024 

MSO-022 



MSO-025 

MS0-025/C 

M. 

Lund  &  H.  Bauman 

Roy 

2 

MSO-026 

MS0-026/C 

G. 

§  R.  Hodge 

Mocassin 

2 

MSO-027 

MSO-027/C 

J. 

Lasich 

Twin  Bridges 

1 

MSO-028 

MS0-028/I 

H. 

Bryan 

Econ.  Dev.  Assoc.  Eas.  Mont. 

Sidney 

1 

MSO-029 

MS0-029/C 

B. 

Heylin 

Billings 

1 



MSO-030 

MSO-030/C 

R. 

Reese 

Helena 

1 

MS0-U31 

MBO-031/C** 

■  H. 

Ryden 

New  York,  m 

1 

■ 
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BLM  CODE 


CODED  AS 


NAME 


ORGANIZATION 


ADDRESS 


#  OF 
SIGNATURES 


MSO-032 


MSO-041 


MSO-042 


MSO-043 


MSO-044 


MSO-045 


MSO-046 


MSO-047 


MSO-048 


MSO-049 


MSO-050 


MSO-051 


MSO-052 


MSO-053 


MSO-054 


MSO-055 


MSO-056 


MSO-0S7 


MSO-058 


MSO-059 


MSO-060 


MSO-061 


MSO-062 


MSO-063 


MSO-064 


MSO-065 


MSO-066 


MSO-067 


MSO-068 


MSO-069 


MSO-070 


MSO-071 
MSO-072 


MSO-032/C 


C.  S  D.  Davis 


Lolo 


MSO-041/I 


MSO-042/I** 


L.  Icenogle 


MONTCO 


R.  Rohn 


Billings 


Exxon 


MSO-043/C 


MSO-044/C 


D ■  Henning 


Denver,  Colo. 


M.  Makala 


Eastern  Montana  College 


Billings 


Missoula 


MS0-045/C** 


MS0-046/G 


R.  Spotts 


M.  Cavaness 


MS0-047/C 


C .  Owens 


Eastern  Montana  College 


Sacramento,  Cal. 
Billings 


MS0-048/C**    Various  (NO  CONTENT) 


W.  Yellowstone 


MSO-049/C 


E.  Burlaw 


Detroit,  Mich. 


MS0-050/C 


Charlo 


L.  Anderson 


MSO-051/C 


Helena 


MSO-052/C** 


D.  Lassey 


Bozeman 


D.  Martin 


MSO-053/C 


D.  Lehnherr 


Carrollton,  111, 


Bozeman 


MSO-054/C 


MSO-055/I 


A.  Myron 


Missoula 


MSO-055 


D.  Simpson  5  D.  Davies 


FUELCO 


Havre 


MSO-055 


MSO-055 


MSO-055 


MSO-055 


MSO-055 


B-051 


MS0-063/C 


J.  Gaab 


MC-152 


Livingston 


MSO-065/I 


B.  Johnson  S  W.  Jones 


MSO-066/E 


B.  Chase  5  S.  Willows 


Big  Flat  Electric  Coop,  Inc.   Malta 


MS0-067/C 


L.  Holzheimer 


Coalition  for  Canyon  Preserv.  Hungry  Horse 


MSO-068/C 


Simms 


MSO-069/C 


E.  Spinier 


Great  Falls 


R.  Dickens 


Dillon 


MS0-070/C 


P.  Busko 


Great  Falls 


MSO-071/C 


C.  Holzheimer 


Sinrais 


MSO-033 

MSO-033/C 

C. 

Mahan 

Regina 

1 

MSO-034 

MSO-034/C 

V. 

Hines 

Terry 

1 

MSO-035 

MS0-035/C 

J. 

Jans en 

Lavina 

1 

MSO-036 

MSO-036/C 

M. 

Barnard 

Regina 

1 

MSO-037 

MS0-037/C 

C. 

Barnard 

Regina 

1 

MSO-038 

MSO-038/A 

Phillips  Co.  Hist. 

Soc. 

Malta 

0 

MSO-039 

MSO-039/C 

R. 

Koch 

Butte 

1 

MSO-040 

MSO-040/I* 

K. 

Ludiker 

Union  Oil  Co. 

Casner.  Wvo. 

1 

16 


MSO-072/C* 


S .   Johnson 


Valley  City,   N.D. 


BLM  CODE 

CODED  AS 

NAME 

ORGANIZATION 

ADDRESS 

#  OF 
SIGNATURES 

MSO-073 

MSO-073/C 

G. 

Hilde 

Great  Falls 

MSO-074 

MSO-074/I** 

R. 

Kratsas 

Standard  Oil  Co. 

Chicago,  111. 

MSO-075 

MSO-075/ I 

H. 

Steward  S  Wkk. 

Burlington  Northern 

Billings 

MSO-076 

NEVER  RECEIVED 

MSO-077 

MSO-077/G 

J. 

Wood 

Fish  &  Wildlife  Service 

Billings 

MSO-078 

MSO-078/C 

M. 

Malinaren 

Choteau 

MSO-079 

MSO-079/C 

T. 

Sikveland 

Winnet 

MSO-080 

MSO-080/I** 

D. 

Mohr 

American  Quasar 

Denver,  Colo. 

MSO-081 

MSO-081/I** 

J. 

Sguyres 

Amoco 

Englewood,  Colo. 

■  MSO-OSZ 

MSO-082/C 

V. 

Burr is 

Billings 

MSO-083 

MSO-083/C 

G. 

Helton 

Helena 

MSO-084 

MS0-084/E 

E. 

Dob son 

Friends  of  the  Earth 

Billings 

MSO-085 

NO 

CONTENT 

MSO-086 

MSO-086/C 

R. 

Oset 

Hamilton 

MSO-087 

MSO-087/R 

J. 

Courtney 

Courtney  Herefords 

Capitol 

( 

MSO-088 

MSO-088/C 

R. 

Krawiec 

Bozeman 

MSO-089 

MSO-089/R** 

J. 

Butcher 

Logan,  Utah 

MSO-090 

MSO-090/C 

R. 

S  M.  Gardner 

Helena 

MSO-091 

MSO-091/C 

J. 

Fisher 

Bozeman 

MSO-092 

MSO-092/C 

J. 

Lynn;  C.  Hauptman 

Billings 

MSO-093 

MS0-093/E** 

A. 

Sutton 

Friends  of  the  Earth 

Laramie,  Wyo. 

MSO-094 

MS0-094/E* 

B. 

Hamilton 

Sierra  Club 

Lander,  Wyo. 

MSO-095 

MS0-095/C 

M. 

Dewart 

Missoula 

MSO-096 

MS0-096/I* 

M. 

Sylvester 

Marathon  Oil  Co. 

Casper,  Wyo. 

MSO-097 

MSO-097/I** 

J. 

Lovett 

Cities  Service  Co. 

Tulsa,  Okla. 

MSO-098 

MSO-098/C 

J. 

Wilbur 

Bozeman 

MSO-099 

MSO-099/E 

J. 

Posewitz;  B.  Bishop 

Montana  Wilderness  Assoc. 

Helena 

MSO-lOO 

MSO-100/E 

B. 

Cunningham 

The  Wilderness  Society 

Helena 

MSO-101 

MSO-101/I** 

J. 

Abbott 

Phelps  Dodge 

Salt  Lake  City,  Utah 

MSO-102 

MSO-102/AI 

M. 

Teigen 

Mont.  Stockgrowers  Assoc. 

Helena 

MSO-103 

MSO-103/C 

E. 

§  E.  Smith 

Bozeman 

2 

MSO-104 

MSO-075 

MSO-105 

MSO-105/C** 

J. 

Swans on 

Berkeley,  Calif. 

1 

L-OOl 

L-OOl/A 

J. 

Smith 

Montana  4X4  Assoc. 

Lolo 

1 

L-002 

L-002/C* 

M. 

Durtsche 

Lovell,  Wyo. 

1 

L-003 

L-003/C 

E. 

Gwynn 

Havre 

1 

L-004 

L-004/R 

W. 

Ross 

Chinook 

1 

L-005 

L-006 

L-006 

L-006/AI 

A. 

Hokanson 

Mont.  Land  §  Min.  Owners  Asc. 

Havre 

1 

*"®«?  f    -J* 


r^ .  r  - 


BLM  CODE 

CODED  AS 

NAME 

ORGANIZATION 

ADDRESS 

#  OF 
SIGNATURES 

L-007 

L-007/C 

■  E.  Baker 

Roundup 

1 

L-008 

L-008/C 

Mr.  §  Mrs.  M.  Sandvick 

Regina 

2 

L-009 

L-009/C 

C.  S  B.  Biehl 

Lavina 

2 

L-OlO 

L-OIO/RI 

A.  Roth 

IX  Ranch  Co. 

Big  Sandy 

1 

L-011 

L-Oll/C 

J.  Matovich 

Regina 

1 

L-012 

MSO-043 

L-013 

L-013/C 

D.  Mavencamp 

Saco 

1 

L-014 

L-014/C 

H .  Mavencamp 

Whitewater 

1 

L-015 

L-015/R 

(Not  Specified) 

L-016 

L-016/C 

Ramirez  &  Sklany,  et.  al. 

7 

7 

L-017 

L-016 

L-018 

L-016 

L-019 

L-016 

L-020 

L-016 

L-021 

L-016 

L-022 

L-016 

L-023 

L-023/C 

M.  Aderhold 

Glasgow 

L-024 

L-024/C 

(Not  Specified) 

Malta 

L-025 

L-02S/RI 

A.  J.  Veseth 

Veseth  Livestock  Co. 

(Not  Specified) 

L-026 

L-026/C** 

P.  §  M.  Swanlind 

Land  0'  Lakes,  Wise. 

L-027 

L-027/E 

H.  Fisher 

Defenders  of  Wildlife 

Missoula 

L-028 

L-028/C 

L.  Jones 

L-029 

L-029/C 

D.  Holzhey 

Regina 

L-030 

L-030/C 

B.  §  A.  Austin 

Missoula 

L-031 

L-031/RI 

Blount  Family- 

Bount  Ranch  Inc. 

Regina 

L-032 

L-032/C 

Illegible 

Whitewater 

L-033 

L-033/RI 

D.  Menge 

First  Creek  Ranch  Inc. 

Saco 

L-034 

L-025 

L-035 

L-03S/C 

W.  §  N.  Stulc 

Winifred 

L-036 

L-036/C 

H.  Martin 

Saco 

L-037 

L-033 

L-038 

L-038/C 

R.  Holzhey 

Malta 

L-039 

L-039/R 

N.  Meisdalen 

Malta 

L-040 

MSO-025 

L-041 

L-041/I 

Petition 

Montana  Mining  Assoc. 

17 

L-042 

Illegible  (NO  CONTENT) 

L-043 

L-043/C 

L.  Storli 

Blue  6  White  Motel 

Kalispell 

L-044 

L-044/C 

(Not  Specified) 

L-045 

L-045/C 

B.  Johnson 

Malta 

L-046 

L-046/C 

D.  Marble 

Chester 

BLM  CODE 

CODED  AS 

NAME 

ORGANIZATION 

ADDRESS 

#  OF 
SIGNATURES 

L-047 

L-047/I** 

E.  Morrow 

Federal  Bentonite 

Belle  Fourche,  S.D. 

1 

L-048 

L-048/C 

Fox  Family 

Turner 

4 

L-049 

L-049/C 

Haser  Family 

Malta 

3 

L-050 

B-101 

L-051 

L-051/C 

Mr.  8  Mrs.  D.  Olson 

Malta 

2 

L-052 

L-052/C 

D.  Olson 

Wagner 

1 

L-053 

L-053/C 

P.  S  K.  Koss 

Malta 

2 

L-054 

MSO-lOO 

L-055 

MSO-099 

L-056 

L-056/R 

J.  Berner 

Loma 

1 

L-lOO 

L-IOO/C 

Lewistovm  Public  Meeting  Transcripts 

? 

MC-OOl 

MC-OOl/C 

J.  Davidson 

Powderville 

1 

MC-002 

MC-002/Rr 

(Not  Specified] 

Brownfield  Ranch  Inc. 

Hammond 

1 

MC-003 

MC-003/C/O 

J.  Harkins  §  J.  Hines 

2 

MC-004 

MC-003 

MC-005 

MC-003 

MC-006 

MC-006/C/O 

Arpan 

1 

MC-007  . 

MC-007/C*/0 

V.  Pierce 

Belle  Fourche,  S.D. 

1 

NC-008 

MC-008/C 

Laird 

1 

MC-009 

MC-009/C 

G.  Kreitel 

Ekalaka 

1 

MC-OlO 

MC-009 

MC-011 

MC-Oll/C 

E.  Rosencranz 

1 

MC-012 

MC-012/R 

(Not  Specified) 

Bell tower  Ranch 

1 

MC-013 

MC-013/C/0 

R.  Bonefield 

1 

MC-014 

MC-006 

MC-015 

MC-015/C 

E.  Peabody 

1 

MC-016 

MC-016/C 

D.  Wolff 

Ekalaka 

1 

MC-017 

MC-017/C 

H.  Major 

Hammond 

1 

MC-018 

MC-017 

MC-019 

MC-017 

MC-020 

MC-020/C/0 

Damn  Brothers 

3 

MC-021 

MC-021/C/0 

Illegible 

S.E.  Electric  Co-op. 

Ekalaka 

1 

MC-022 

MC-022/C 

(Not  Specified) 

1 

MC-023 

NEVER  RECEIVED 

MC-024 

MC-024/C/O 

J.  Espy 

1 

MC-025 

MC-025/R 

Crago  Hereford  Ranches 

Belle  Fourche,  S.D. 

1 

MC-026 

MC-026/C 

J.  Teigen 

1 

MC-027 

MC-027/C 

G.  Himmelspach 

1 

MC-028 

MC-028/C 

(Not  Specified) 

_ 
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BLM  CODE 

CODED  AS 

NAME 

ORGANIZATION 

ADDRESS 

#  OF 
SIGNATURES 

MC-029 

MC-029/C 

D.  Denson 

1 

MC-030 

MC-030/R* 

Newland  Ranch 

Colony,  Wyo, 

1 

- 

MC-031 

MC-031/C 

I .  Andrews 

1 

MC-032 

MC-032/C 

C.  Ifliiton 

1 

MC-033 

MC-003 

MC-034 
MC-035 

MC-034/R/0 
MC-034 

W.  Johnston 

Johnston  §  Son  Ranch 

1 

MC-036 

MC-036/C/O 

M.  Foster 

1 

- 

MC-037 

MC-037/C/0 

Blair 

1 

MC-038 

MC-037 

MC-039 


MC-040 


MC-041 


MC-042 


MC-043 


MC-044 


MC-045 


MC-046 


MC-047 


MC-048 


MC-049 


MC-050 


MC-051 


MC-052 


MC-053 


MC-054 


MC-055 


MC-056 


MC-057 


MC-058 


MC-059 


MC-060 


MC-061 


MC-062 


MC-063 


MC-064 


MC-065 


MC-066 


MC-067 


MC-068 


MC-037 


MC-040/C/0 


D.  Higgins 


J.  Carroll   (NO  CONTENT} 


Ekalaka 


MC-042/C/0 


Walker  &  Patten 


MC-043/C/0 


M.  Griffin 


Illegible  CNO  CONTENT] 


MC-013/C 


MC-046/C 


B.  Elmore 


Ekalaka 


MC-011 


MC-048/C 


MC-049/C 


V.  Taylor 


D.  Schultz 


Ekalaka 


MC-050/C/0 


Bicherdyke 


MC-051/C/0 


A.  Woolston 


MC-052/C/0 


E ■  McNanny 


Fallon 


MC-053/C/0 


J.  Jones 


Seteren  Ranch 


Ismay 


MC-054/C/0 


D.  g  P.  Strobe 1 


Strobel  §  Sons,  Inc. 


Fallon 


MC-052 


MC-053 


MC-a54 


MC-054 


MC-059/C/0 


L.  Jens 


Terry 


MC-a60/C/0 


D.  Creek 


Terry 


MC-061/C/0 


D.  Lee 


Terry 


MC-059 


MC-060 


MC-061 


MC-065/C 


MC-066/C/0 


L.  Mudinger 


Terry 


Illegible 


MC-066 


MC-068/C 


J,  McMullin 


McMullin  Bros. 


Brockway 


r 

BLM  CODE 

CODED  AS 

NAME 

ORGANIZATION 

ADDRESS 

#  OF 
SIGNATURES 

MC-069 

MC-069/C 

R. 

Tibbetts 

Terry 

1 

MC-070 

MC-070/C 

C. 

Grave 

Terry 

1 

MC-071 

MC-071/R 

Illegible 

Fallon 

1 

MC-072 

MC-072/RI 

T. 

§  G.  Knuth 

Knuths  Cattle  Co. 

Terry 

2 

MC-073 

MC-072 

MC-074 

MC-074/C 

A. 

Denby 

Fallon 

1 

MC-075 

MC-075/C 

E. 

Stickel 

Glendive 

1 

MC-076 

MC-076/RI 

C. 

Rich 

Sands  Rich 

1 

MC-077 

MC-077/C 

E. 

Clark 

Brussett 

1 

MC-078 

MC-078/C 

J. 

S  M.  Twitchell 

Circle 

2 

MC-079 

MC-079/C 

G. 

Wilson 

Brussett 

1 

MC-080 

MC-080/C 

W. 

Collins 

Fort  Peck 

1 

MC-081 

MC-081/C 

K. 

Skyberg  [NO  CONTENT) 

Fort  Peck 

1 

MC-082 

MC-082/C 

Dalton  Brown 

7 

MC-083 

MC-083/RI/0 

McKerlich 

Twitchell  Ranch  Corp. 

3 

MC-084 

MC-076 

MC-085 

MC-085/C 

D. 

Loomis 

Brussett 

1 

MC-086 

MC-086/C 

S. 

Taylor 

Jordan 

1 

MC-087 

MC-087/C 

C. 

Weeding 

Jordan 

1 

MC-088 

MC-088/C 

P. 

Watt 

Jordan 

1 

MC-089 

MC-089/C 

F. 

McKeever 

Brussett 

1 

MC-090 

MC-090/R 

M. 

Thomas 

Jordan 

1 

MC-091 

MC-091/R 

P. 

§  R.  Berger 

2 

MC-092 

MC-091 

MC-093 

MC-091 

MC-094 

MC-094/R 

D. 

Milroy 

1 

MC-095 

MC-095/C/0 

J. 

Murnion 

1 

.   MC-096 

MC-096/RI 

J. 

Ross 

Ross  Ranch  §  Livestock 

1 

MC-097 

MC-096 

MC-098 

MC-007 

MC-099 

MC-099/RI 

R. 

Burgess 

Burgess  Ranch 

1 

MC-lOO 

MC-IOO/C 

T. 

Blair 

Ekalaka 

1 

MC-101 

MC-lOO 

MC-102 

MC-lOO 

MC-103 

D. 

Sease  (NO  CONTENT) 

MC-104 

MC-099 

MC-105 

MC-099 

MC-106 

MC-106/A** 

W. 

Miller 

United  Mobile  Sportsfishermen  Granby,  Conn. 

1 

MC-107 

MC-107/R 

P. 

Matovich 

Calf  Creek  Road 

Mosby 

1 

MC-108 

MC-108/C/0 

Burch 

1 

■M      «■      M 

■■    • 

^ 

H»    an    iH 

mm    r^    lAi 

■M    as    H 

. 

r^    t 


w^<    r^ 


BLM  CODE 


CODED  AS 


NAME 


ORGANIZATION 


ADDRESS 


#  OF 
SIGNATURES 


MC-109 


MC-110 


MC-111 


MC-112 


MC-113 


MC-114 


MC-115 


MC-116 


MC-117 


MC-118 


MC-119 


MC-120 


MC-121 


MC-122 


MC-123 


MC-124 


MC-125 


MC-126 


MC-127 


MC-128 


MC-129 


MC-130 


MC-131 


MC-132 


MC-133 


MC-134 


MC-13S 


MC-136 


MC-137 


MC-138 


MC-139 


MC-140 


MC-141 


MC-142 


MC-143 


MC-144 


MC-145 


MC-146 


MC-147 
MC-148 


MC-109/C/0 


MC-llO/C 


J .  Ryan 


D ■  Morgan 


Alzada 


MC-lll/R 


M.  Morgan 


Morgan  Ranches 


Alzada 


MC-109 


MC-113/C 


B.  Nesbitt 


MC-114/RI 


CSC  Cattle  Co. 


NEVER  RECEIVED 


MC-116/C/0 


MC-117/I 


Illegible 


D.  Price 


Mont-N.D.  Utilities  CO. 


B i smarck,  N.D. 


MC-118/C 


A.  Johnstone 


Ekalaka 


MC-119/R 


C.  Oleson 


MC-120/C 


Capitol 


F.  Long 


MC-120 


NEVER  RECEIVED 


MC-007 


MC-124/C 


R.  Ferguson 


MC-125/I* 


R.  Byron  CNO  CONTENT) 


True  Oil  Co. 


MC-126/RI 


Various 


Quarter  Circle  Ranch 


Casper,  Wyo. 


Fort  Peck 


MC-070 


MC-128/RA 


Patten  ^   Capra 


Cochran  Grazing  Assoc. 


MC-129/C 


E.  S  K.  Walker 


MC-128 


NEVER  RECEIVED 


MC-091 


MC-091 


MC-091 


MC-135/C/0     (Unspecified) 


MC-137/R 


CNO  CONTENT) 


N.    Lambert 


Hanmiond 


MC-138/C 


M.    Horton  §  G.    Buck 


MC-159/Rl70~ 


M.  Matovich 


Matovich  Land  §  Livestock  Co. 


MC-140/C 


G.  Hillberg 


Alzada 


MSO-019 


MC-142/C 


K.  Van  Dusen 


Lame  Deer 


MSO-094 


B.  Hamilton 


MC-137 


MC-145/C 


Illegible 


MC-146/C/0     S.  Liss 


MSO-020 
MC-145/R 


P.  Hill 


P.J.  Ranch 


Fowdervilie 


BLM  COPI" 


CODED  AS 


NAME 


ORGANIZATION 


ADDRESS 


#  OF 
SIGNATURES 


MC-149 


MC-150 


MC-151 


MC-152 


MC-153 


MC-154 


MC-155 


MC-156 


MC-157 


MC-166 


MC-167 


MC-168 


MC-169 


MC-170 


MC-171 


MC-149/I 


Randall  Inc. 


MC-150/C 


NEVER  RECEIVED 


J.  Spiegel 


Lame  Deer 


MC-152/I**     A.  Bishop 


Uranium  Resources  Inc. 


MC-153/C 


Petition 


MC-1E4/I** 


B.  Sertoli 


Consolidated  Coal  Co. 


MC-069 


Englewood,  Colo. 


MC-156/C 


MC-157/RI 


E.  §  D.  Lanning 


M.  Foster 


Wyotana  Ranch  Inc. 


MC-166/C 


MC-167/RI 


A.  Taylor 


Ekalaka 


MC-168/R 


F.  Castleberry 


MC-169/R 


Mr.  §  Mrs.  A.  Hayes 


Carter  Co.  Sheep  §  Cattle  Ass.  Ekalaka 


R  Bar  Ranch 


F.  O'Neill 


Birney 


Undem  Ranch 


MC-170/R 


J.  McGill 


McGill  Land  §  Livestock 


Terry 


Powerderville 


MSO-028 


16 


MC-158 

MC-158/RI 

J.  Moreland 

Moreland  Sheep  Mountain  Ranch  Birney 

1 

MC-159 

MC-159/C* 

D .  Morgan 

Belle  Fourche,  S.D. 

1 

MC-160 

MC-160/C 

L.  Jones 

Alzada 

1 

MC-161 

MC-161/C 

Mr.  §  Mrs.  Goeders 

Ekalaka 

2 

MC-162 

MC-162/C 

R.  Fox 

Billings 

1 

MC-163 

MSO-074 

MC-164 

MSO-041 

MC-165 

MSO-041 

MC-172 


MC-173 


MC-174 


MC-175 


MC-176 


MC-177 


MC-178 


MC-179 


MC-180 


MSO-026 


MC-173/R 


F.  Clarkson 


MC-174/RI 


C.  Keith 


Stephens,  et.  al.  Law  Office   Belle  Fourche,  S.D. 


C-K  Cattle  Co. 


MC-175/C 


MC-176/RI 


(Not  specified) 


Isaac 


L-056 


Isaac  Livestock  Corp. 


MC-178/C 


MC-179/CA 


L.  S  K.  Edwards;  R.  Hurly 


A.  Roland 


MC-180/C/O 


B.  Reid 


Northern  Cheyenne  Tribe 


Glasgow 


Lame  Deer 


(Appendix  A) 
INPUTS  CONSOLIDATED  FOR  CODING 


BLM-ASSIGNED  CODES 


MSO-002 

B-006 

B-007 

B-027 

MSO-005 

MSO-012 

MSO-007 
MC-098 

MSO-009 
B-003 

MSO-019 
MC-141 

MSO-020 
MC-147 

MSO-022 
MSO-024 

MSO-025 
L-040 

MSO-026 
MC-172 

MSO-028 
MC-171 

MSO-039 
B-099 

MSO-041 

MC-164 

MC-165 

MSO-043 
L-012 


631 

CODED  AS 

MSO-002/C 

MSO-007/E 

' 

MSO-009/E 

MSO-019/C 

MSO-020/RI 

MSO-022/RI 

MSO-025/C 

MSO-026/C 

MSO-028/I 

MSO-039/C 

MSO-041/ I 

MSO-043/C 

j 
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Inputs  Consolidated  for  Coding 


BLM-ASSIGNED  CODES' 

MSO-005 
MSO-056 
MSO-057 
MSO-058 
MSO-059 
MSO-060 
MSO-061 

MSO-074 
MC-163 

MSO-075 

B-083 

MSO-104 

MSO-086 
B-OlO 

MSO-088 
B-105 

MSO-094 
MC-143 

MSO-099 

B-088 

L-055 

MSO-097 
B-082 

MSO-lOO 
B-046 
B-081 
L-054 

B-004 
B-019 
B-020 
B-021 

B-022 
B-023 
B-024 
B-025 

B-030 
B-037 

B-031 
B-038 


CODED  AS 


MSO-055/I 
MSO-074/I*' 

MSO-075/I 
MSO-086/C 
MS0-088/C 
MSO-094/E* 

MSO-099/E 
MSO-097/I*' 


MSO-100/E 


B-004/I 


B-022/C 
B-030/C 
B-031/C 


I 
I 
1 

H 
I 

I 

S 

I 
I 
I 

I 
I 
I 

M 

1 


bll 


E 


I 


Inputs  Consolidated  for  Codini; 

BLM-ASSIGNED  CODES 

B-041 
MSO-021 

B-042 
B-060 

B-048 
B-049 

B-051 
MSO-062 

B-052 
B-047 
B-073 

B-054 
B-093 

B-064 
B-065 
B-066 

B-072 
B-090 
B-092 
B-106 
B-107 
B-110 
B-111 

B-076 
B-117 
B-119 

B-lOO 
B-118 

B-101 
L-050 

MC-003 
MC-004 
MC-005 
MC-033 

MC-066 
MC-014 


CODED  AS 
B- 041/1 
B-042/R 
B-048/C 
B-051/C 

B-052/E 
B-054/G 

B-064/RI 


B-072/A 

B-076/C 
B-IOO/R 
B-lOl/C 

MC-033/C 
MC-066/C 


• 

1 

654                  m 

Inputs  Consolidated  for  Coding 

1 

BLM-ASSIGNED  CODES 

CODED  AS 

MC-007 
MC-123 

MC-007/C* 

^^' 

MC-009 
MC-OlO 

MC-009/C 

m 

MC-011 
MC-047 

MC-Oll/C 

M 

MC-013 
MC-045 

MC-013/C 

" 

MC-017 
MC-018 
MC-019 

MC-017/C 

MC-034 
MC-035 

MC-034/R 

MC-037 
MC-038 
MC-039 

MC-037/C 

1 

MC-052 
MC-055 

MC-052/C 

1 

MC-053 
MC-056 

MC-053/C 

MC-054 
MC-057 
MC-058 

MC-054/C 

MC-0S9 
MC-062 

MC-059/C 

MC-060 
MC-063 

MC-060/C 

■ 

MC-061 
MC-064 

MC-061/C 

MC-069 
MC-155 

MC-069/C 

M 

MC-066 
MC-067 

MC-066/C 

MC-070 
MC-127 

MC-070/C 

635 


l:^ 


c 


ii^ 


Inputs  Consolidated  for  Coding 

BLM-ASSIGNED  CODES 

MC-072 
MC-073 

MC-076 
MC-084 

MC-091 
MC-092 
MC-093 
MC-132 
MC-133 
MC-134 

MC-096 
MC-097 

MC-099 
MC-104 
MC-105 

MC-lOO 
MC-101 
MC-102  , 

MC-106 

B-008 

MSO-003 

MC-109 
MC-112 

MC-120 
MC-121 

MC-128 
MC-130 

MC-137 
MC-144 

MC-152 
MSO-064 

L-006 
L-005 

L-016 
L-017 
L-018 
L-019 
L-020 
L-021 
L-022 


CODED  AS 

MC-072/RI 

MC-076/RI 


MC-091/R 
MC-096/RI 

MC-099/RI 

MC-IOO/C 

MC-106/ A** 

MC-109/C 

MC-120/C 

MC-128/RA 

MC-137/R 

MC-152/I** 

L-006/AI 


L-016/C 


636 

1  i 

Inputs  Consolidated  for  Coding 

BLM-ASSIGNED  CODES 

CODED  AS 

^B 

L-025 
L-034 

L-025/RI 

L-033 
L-037 

L-056 

MC-177 

L-033/RI 
L-056/R 

^H 

1 

|| 

1  ' 

1 

637 
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APPENDIX  B 
ORIGINAL  CONTENT  ANALYSIS  CATEGORIES 


GENERAL 


PROCESS 


1  For 

2  Against 

WILDERNESS  OPINIONS 

3  For 

4  Against 

4a        Status  Quo 

DECISION  CRITERIA 

5  Road  Definition 

6  Size 

7  Physical  Developments  (existing  or  potential) 

8  Wilderness  Values 

9  Other 

NON-RELATED  TO  WILDERNESS  REVIEW 

10  General 

11  Management-related  (BLM  specific) 

MISCELLANEOUS 

12  All  general  comments  fitting  in  none  of  the  above 
categories 


AREA  SPECIFIC 
L  GENERAL  OPINIONS/ATTITUDES 

r'  2  0        For 


21  Against 

22  Conditional 

23  Marginal 

BOUNDARY  OR  OWNERSHIP  MODIFICATIONS 
30        All  entries 

SIZE-RELATED  COMMENTS  and/or  SUGGESTIONS 
40        All  entries 


63S   ,,^ 

AREA 

SPECIFIC  (CONT.) 

PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 

1 

Existing 

60 

Roads  and  Vehicle  Ways 

^p 

61 

Utility  Rights  of  Way 

62 

Fences 

63 

Reservoirs  and  Stock  Watering  Devices 

1 

64 

Fixed  Site  Facilities 

65 

Mineral  Developments 

66 

Grazing  Impacts 

1 

67 

Timber 

68 

Recreation 

69 

Vegetative  Manipulation 

1 

Maintained 

80 

Roads  and  Vehicle  Ways 

81 

Utility  Rights  of  Way 

1  ' 

82 

Fences 

83 

Reservoirs  and  Stock  Watering  Devices 

84 

Fixed  Site  Facilities 

85 

Mineral  Developments 

86 

Grazing  Impacts 

87 

Recreation 

88 

Vegetative  Manipulation 

Used 

.H 

100 

Roads  and  Vehicle  Ways 

101 

Utility  Rights  of  Way 

102 

Fences 

103 

Reservoirs  and  Stock  Watering  Devices 

104 

Fixed  Site  Facilities 

105 

Mineral  Developments 

^_ 

106 

Grazing  Impacts 

107 

Recreation 

108 

Timber 

109 

Vegetative  Manipulation 

Potentials 

B 

120 

Roads  and  Vehicle  Ways 

121 

Utility  Rights  of  Way 

122 

Fences 

In 

123 

Reservoirs  and  Stock  Watering  Devices 

124 

Fixed  Site  Facilities 

125 

Mineral  Developments 

126 

Grazing 

127 

Timber 

128 

Recreation 

129 

Vegetative  Manipulation 

i 
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1       AREA  SPECIFIC  (CONT.) 

WILDERNESS  VALUES 

L>     140  Naturalness 

141  Opportunities  for  Solitude 

r-  142  Opportunities  for  Primitive  recreation 

^     143  Supplemental  (ecologic,  educational,  geologic, 

historic,  scenic,  scientific,  wildlife) 

144  Potential  to  Revert  to  Natural  Condition 

I      145  Other 

MISCELLANEOUS 

Uf     160       All  others  that  clearly  do  not  relate  to  other 

categories 
161       Private  or  deeded  land 


c 


f 
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REVISED  (FINAL)  CONTENT  ANALYSIS  CATEGORIES  * 


GENERAL 

1  Supporting  the  Process  and/or  Wilderness  (1,  3,  and  8) 

2  Criticizing  the  Process  and/or  Wilderness  (2,  4,  4a,  and  7) 

3  Road  Definition 

4  Size,  Boundary,  and  Contiguous  Lands:   Criteria  Comments 
(6,  and  some  of  12) 

5  Miscellaneous  (10,  11,  and  some  of  12) 

AREA  SPECIFIC 

A     GENERAL  OPINIONS 

B         Decision-related  (20,  21,  22,  and  23) 
C         Other  (160) 

D  INVENTORY  CRITERIA  SUGGESTIONS  (50) 

E  SIZE-  and/or  BOUNDARY- RELATED  COMMENTS  (30,  and  40) 

F  PRIVATE  LAND  (161) 

G  PHYSICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 


K 

and  123) 

L  Fixed  Site  Facilities  (64,  84,  104,  and  124) 

M  Minerals  (65,  85,  105,  125) 

N  Grazing  (66,  69,  86,  88,  106,  109,  126,  and  129) 

0  Timber  (67,  108,  and  127) 

P  Recreation  (68,  87,  107,  and  128) 

Q     WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 

R  Naturalness  (140) 

S  Opportunities  for  Solitude  (141) 

T  Opportunities  for  Primitive  Recreation  (142) 

U  Supplemental  (14  3) 

V  Potential  to  Revert  to  Natural  Condition  (144) 

W  Other  (145) 


I 

I 

II 

I  I 

l| 
I 

I 


I 
I 
I 


H         Roads  and  Vehicular  Ways  (60,  80,  100,  and  120) 
I         Utility  Rights  of  Way  (61,  81,  101,  and  121) 
J         Fences  (62,  102,  82,  and  122)  _ 

Reservoirs  and  Stock  Watering  Devices  (63,  83,  103,         ■ 


* 


Nwnbers  -in  parentheses  represent  aggregations  of  original  categories   (see 


I 

wt 

I 

I 
I 
I 
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GLOSSARY 


M 


I  I 


1 

r 

iiw 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 


gory  Files 


mt        Category  Fil 

I 


Face  Validity 


Messages 


U*    Non-contaminated  Data 


Relational  Content 


Reliability 


Respondent  Code 


Universe 


files  for  every  category,  containing 
all  coded  comments  specific  to  all 
used  categories;  files  for  every 
general  category  and  every  category 
within  roadless  area  files. 

the  extent  to  which  a  system  measures 
what  it  is  intended  to  measure,  in 
the  opinion  (intuitive)  of  a  (hope- 
fully) diverse  group  of  judges. 

discrete  thoughts  conveyed  (in  our  case) 
in  writing;  can  be  defined  to  represent 
broad  trains  of  thought  or  very  precise, 
smaller  units  of  expression,  such  as 
individual  words  (in  our  case,  dis- 
crete thoughts  of  varying  size  units, 
with  context  of  messages  preserved 
in  content  coding  process). 

data  not  significantly  altered  in  any 

way. 

that  aspect  of  every  human  message 
which,  either  explicitly  or  implicitly, 
conveys  attitudes  or  ideas  about  the 
relationship  between  the  communication 
"sender"  and  "receiver". 

the  extent  to  which  one  uses  a  rule  or 
system  consistently;  the  extent  to 
which  a  system  produces  the  same 
results  when  used  by  different  people. 

a  series  of  letters  and  numerical 
symbols  (each  unique)  used  to  repre- 
sent a  source's  letter,  form,  peti- 
tion, resolution  or  other  unique 
"input"  received  from  the  public; 
(see  inside  back  cover  for  key  to 
deciphering  respondent  codes). 

the  entire  population  of  things  in  a 
sample. 


I 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

I 

I 
I 
I 

I 

I 
I 

B 

I 
I 


I 


r 

i 

L 


^^ 


L. 


L 


I 
I 
I 
I 

I 


Bureau  of  Land  Management 

UbrarV 

Denver  Service  Center 


PT^.<^pnNDENT  CODE  KEY 


B  =  Butte  office 

L  =  Lewistown  office 

MC  =  Miles  City  office 

MSO  =  Montana  State  Office 


A  =  Activity  Group 
C  =  Citizen 


E  =  Environmental 
f  Organization 


G  =  Government  Agency, 
Representative 

I  =  Industry,  Firms 

R  =  Rancher 

Combinations 

RA  =  Ranching  Association 

RI  =  Ranching  Company 

Etc. 

Asterisks 

*   =  out-of-state  letter 

**   =  out-of-region  letter 

Oral  comments.  Paraphrased  by  BLM 
/o    after  normal  respondent  code 


r 
1 
I 
I 
I 
I 


I 
I 
I 

i 

I 
I 

I 
1 


